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IN THE 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
AT RICHMOND. 
Record No. 2489 
SAMUEL A. GALLOP AND JAMES RIDDICK, 
Plaintiffs in Error, 
versits 
"WILLIAM M. SHARP, Defendant in Error. 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF ERROR. 
To the Honorable ,litstices of the Supreme Cou.·rt of Appeals 
of V ir,qvnia: 
Petitioners, Samuel A. Gallop and ,James Riddick, respect-
fully represent that they are agg·rieved by a judgment of the 
Court of Law and Chancery of the City of Norfolk, Virginia, 
entered on the 11th day of March, 1941, in an action of tres-
pass on the case, in which W'illiam M. Sharp was plaintiff 
and Samuel A. Gallop, James Riddick and Local No. 984, In-
ternational Longshoreman's Association were defendants. 
2* *The declaration w·as in five counts, but a demurrer 
was sustained as to all the counts except the first and the 
fifth. A jury trial was had on the first and fifth counts with 
a plea of general issue, there was a verdict for the plaintiff 
for $1,500.00 damages against all the defendants. The Court 
set aside the verdict and entered final judgment in favor of the 
defendant Local No. 984, but refused to set aside the verdict 
as to Gallop and Riddick and entered judgment against them 
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on the verdict on March 11, 1941 (R., p. 14). A transcript 
of the record and exhibits are herewith filed. 
The first and last counts of the declaration averred that 
the defendants had fraudulently conspired together to expel 
plaintiff from said association and by the conspiracy had pro-
cured false testimony to be given against plaintiff before the 
trfal board of said Association, and thereby, had had him ex-
pelled and caused him to lose his position and income he _9th-
erwise would have made as a longshoreman (R., pp. 1, 10). 
The false evidence alleged by conspiracy to have been 
knowingly produced by defendants before the trial committee 
was alleged to be that of Lewis Upton (Upshur) that plain-
tiff was connected with ClO contrary to the rules of the As-
sociation, and that plaintiff was adjudged guilty by reason 
of said false testimony expelled from the Association and 
caused to lose his job with the Merchants and Miners Trans-
portation Company (R., p. 1, etc.). 
The fifth count is similar to the first except it also alleges 
that by reason of the conspiracy a prejudiced and biased trial 
comlllittee was named (R., p. 10, etc.). 
/. ~THE FACTS shown by the record, stripped of de-
tails, are as follows, to-wit: -
Plaintiff, Sharp, and Gallop and Riddick, the two individual 
defendants, were members of said Local 984, International 
Longshoremen 's Association, which had rules against a mem-
ber becoming interested in a dual or competitive union such 
as CIO. Riddick was President of said Local and Gallop its 
Business Agent, and plaintiff Chairman of the Trustee 
Board. 
Charges were made against Sharp and also against a man 
named ,Tohn8on, and they were tried before a Trial Board 
and found guilty and expelled from the union, and the expul-
sion was approved by the higher authorities of the union. 
Lewis Upshur (called Upton in the declaration) had made 
written reports in advance of the charges being made of the 
CIO activity of Rharp. Tbe written reports of Upshur were 
exhibited in evidence and Upshur testified against Sharp 011 
his trial before the trial board. Numerous members of t.]1e 
trial board testified that the trial board acted entirely hon-
estly and in good faith and some of them stated that Simrp 's 
ow11 admissions before the trial board showed his activities 
wHh the CIO. 
Upshur testified in the present case that his own testimony 
before the frial board was false but that it was intentionallv 
false with the knowledge and procurement of Gallop and Rifl-
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dick to get Sharp out of the union. Gallop and Riddicl~ de-
nied this. Vpshur testified that the union was ignorant of 
the falsenesR of his testimony before the trial board but that 
Riddick and Gallop knew of it (R., p. 53). 
Upshur testified in the present case, after he had been 
prosecuted in Norfolk for stealing money from the union but 
not convicted (R., p. 58). Upslmr had wanted to be pro-
moted in the union when a man named Homer ,Jones re-
4* signed as recording secretary and treasurer, whom *Up-
shur had assisted. When he did not get the promotion, 
Gallop not approving of the promotion (R., pp. 62, 63), Up-
shur says he decided to tell about the fraud in the Sharp mat-
ter (R., p. 64). Upshur was indicted on the charge of larceny 
in July, 1939 (R., p. 65). 
. Upshur being angry because he was not promoted and be-
cause he ]md been indicted for theft decided to make his pres-
ent attack on the un~on, its preRident, Riddick, and its busi-
ness agent, Gallop, Upshur saying, in part (R., p. 70) : 
" * * * and I returned the rotten break, I was going to re-
turn the Rame rotte11 break that they throwed to me. I throw 
stone for stone, and I went to them with Sharp myself.'' 
The seven-mernher trial board unanimously agreed in the 
trial against Sharp and many members thereof testified as to 
the 'fairness of that trial (R., p. 87, etc.). 
5* *THE ERRORS ASSIGNED ARE, that the trial court 
erred as follows, to-wit: 
1. In not setting aside the verdict as to each and both 
Gallop and Riddick be<muse plainly wrong, contrary to the 
law and the evidence and without evidence to support it; and 
either entering· final judg111ent for Gallop and Riddick, or at 
least a new trial. 
2. In g-rantinµ; plaintiff's instruction No. P-1-B (R., p. 193). 
3. In granting plaintiff's instruction No. P-2 (R., p. 194). 
4. In granting plaintiff's instruction P-3-B {It, p. 195). 
6* *THE AR.GU:ME.NT will treat the assignments of er-
ror separately. 
1. The verdict should have been set aside and final judg-
ment entered for petitioners, or at least a new trial granted. 
\V' e submit that the overwhelming weigllt of the evidence 
was for the defendants below. 
The evidenee of Upshur, an admitted falsifier, was not only 
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contradicted by many witnesses but in this very case he demon-
strated himself falsely testifying. 
In this case fraud was charg·ed against petitioners, and had 
to be clearly proved to justify a recovery. . 
Since the Code of 1 H19 two or three scintillas of evidence 
will not justify n verdict in an ordinary case, and a fortiori 
not in a case based on fraud. 
As said in Vandenbergh v. Buckmgham, Apt' s Corporation, 
142 Va. 3H7, by Judge Burks on page 411: 
''Perhaps on a demurr to the evidence by the defendant, 
we might be compellec o accept Vandenberg·h 's statement 
of the waiver by ,.Toh on, but not so under our present stat-
ute (Code, sections G251 and 6363), when to do so would 
strain the credulity of the court to the breaking point, and 
require the entry of a judgment contradicted by every other 
fact and circumstance of the case, in conflict with the testi-
mony of numerous witnesses of high character, and manifestly 
ag·ainst right and justice. It is extreme cases of this sort that 
the statute was enacted to meet.'' 
7* *To the same effect, see Norfolk Southern Railroad 
Company v. Hudgvns, 150 Va. 219, 226. 
And in Lough v. Price and Dix, 161 Va. 811, 819, this is said: 
'' When this court reviews the action of the trial court upon 
these writs of error it does so under Code, section 6365, which 
provides in part that when the judgment is reversed the court 
shall enter such judgment as to it shall seem right and proper, 
and shall render final judgment upon the merits whenever, 
in the opinion of the court, the facts before it are suGh as to 
enable the court to attain the ends of justice. This section 
necessarily requires that the appellate court, in appropriate 
cases, must pass upon the weight of the evidence, in order to 
attain the ends of justice." · 
And in Clark v. Hitgo, 130 Va. 99, Judge Kelly, speaking 
for the Court, said, page 112: 
"There can be no doubt that this decision accompli~hes sub-
stantial .justice in the sense that it permits a testator of ad-
mittedly sound mind to do with his property as he pleases. 
Courts cannot always have the satisfaction of feeling that 
decisions arrived at by them have reached the right of the 
individual case, because they must have due regard for the 
leg·al proverh that hard cases make bad law, but they must 
never lose sight of the fact that justice in the individual caso 
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should always be a primary consideration, and should be 
brought about if that result can be attained without sacrifice 
of sound and just g·eneral principles.'' 
It is also to be noted that the present verdict impeaches it-
self. The jury found against all def end ants but the trial court 
set aside the verdict and entered judgment as to the Local 
Union. Surely, when a jury has found against any defend-
ant ·withou.t evidence the whole verdict is logically put under 
a cloud. 
8* *2. Instruction P-1-B granted for Sharp was erron-
eous, this instruction reading (R., p. 193): 
''The Court instructs the jury that if they believe from the 
evidence that the defendants, Gallop and Riddick, entered 
into an agreement and conspiracy each with the other and 
with others whereby they undertook to coerce and by false 
evidence to persuade the Longshoremen 's Union No. 984 to 
expel the plaintiff and thereby deprive him of the right to 
work as a longshoreman, then the court instructs you that 
such agreement and conspiracy was unlawful and you should 
find for the plaintiff, against all the defendants if you believe 
that all the defendants participated in the conspiracy.'' 
The obvious and shocking fault in this instruction, directly 
brought to the attention of the court below (R., p. 193), is 
that it absolutely directs a finding against the petitioners if_ 
they conspired against Sharp, even though the conspiracy 
never took form or had any effect whatever on Sharp, and 
even though no false testimony was ever used against him. 
·we submit that if this instruction is carefully read the error 
is so gJaring· that extensive argument on the point would be 
improper. There was ample evidence that Sharp was ex-
pelled on his own admissions before the trial board (R., p. 
115). 
3. Instruction P-2 granted for Sharp was erroneous, read-
ing (R., p. 194): 
'' The Court instructs the Jury that should you find for the 
plaintiff, ·wmiam Sharp, then in computing his damages you 
may consider what he would have earned as a longshoreman 
with the Merchants and Miners Transportation Company and 
wl1at he bas earned since his discharge, and may also take 
into consideration any injury done the feelings of the plain-
ti ff by reason of hj s expulsion from the Local and discharge 
from the Merchants and Miners Company.'' 
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This instruction allows damages for supposed injury to 
feelings, when there was no such claim in the declaration 
9* nor evidence, and this *was not an action for injury to 
feelings. 
4. Petitioners submit that plaintiff's instruction P-3-B (R., 
p. 195) is also erroneous for reasons similar to those stated 
as to instruction P-1-B. 
10* *This petition is adopted as the opening bdef, a copy 
hereof was mailed to counsel for said Sharp on the 16th 
day of June, 1941 ; this petition with a transcript of the rec-
ord and exhibits will be presented to Justice John W. Eggles-
ton at his office in the City of Norfolk, Virginia, and peti-
tioners desire to state orally the reasons for granting the 
writ. 
Petitioners pray that a writ of error may be granted them~ 
the errors aforesaid conected, the verdict and judgment 
against them set aside and final judgment rendered in their 
favor, or a new trial gTanted them, and that svuch other and 
further relief may be granted as may be adapted to the nature 
of the case. 
SAMUEL A. GALLOP and 
JAMES RIDDICK, 
By JAS. G. MARTIN, Counsel, 
Western Union Building, Norfolk, Virginia .. 
The undersjgned, an attorney duly qualified to practice in 
the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, certify that in my 
opinion the judgment complained of in the foregoing petition 
ought to be reviewed. 
JAS. G. MARTIN, 
Western Union Building, Norfolk, Virginia. 
Received June 16, 1941. 
J.W.E .. 
Writ of error granted.· Bond $300. 
JNO. W. EGGLESTON. 
July 30, 1941. 
Received July 31, 1941. 
L M. B. W. 
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RECORD 
page 1 ~ VIRGINIA: 
Pleas before the Court of Law and Chancery of the City 
of Norfolk, at the courthouse of said City, on V,..T ednesday, 
the 2nd day of April, 1941. 
Be It Remembered, that heretofore, to-wit: At rules held 
in the Clerk's Office of said Court, on the Second Monday in 
September, 1939, came "William M. Sharp, plaintiff, by his 
attorneys, and filed his declaration against Samuel A. Gal-
lop, J a.mes Riddick and Local No. 984, International Long-
Hhoremen 's Association, an unincorporated association, de-
fendants, in the words and figures following: 
DECLARATION. 
·wmiam M. Sharp, plaintiff, complains of Samuel A. Gal-
lop, James Riddick, and Local No. 984, International Long-
shoremen 's Association, an unincorporated association, of a 
plea of Trespass r,n the Case, for this, to-wit: 
FIRST COUNT. That for a long period of time prior to 
August 12th, 1938 the plaintiff was engaged in longshore work 
in the City of Norfolk. Virginia, that is the loading and un-
loading of vesE=cls. :md for a long period of time prior to 
August 12th, 1938 had been employed at the Merchants & 
Miners Transportatir1J1 Company piers in the City of Nor-
folk, Virginia: that in order for plaintiff to retain his job on 
said piers it was necessary for him to be a mem-
page 2 ~ her ju go()d standing of a labor organization known 
as Local No. 984, International Longsl1oremen 's 
Association, svid Local and Association having a coutract with 
the :Merchants & Miners Trnnspodation Company whereby it 
was agreed thnt 0nlv members of said Local should be per-
mitted to work on s"irl piers: and the plaintiff further says 
that Local No. 984. International Longshorcmen's Associa-
tion and the Intcrn°tional Longshoremen 's Association had 
promulgated ::i (lorn;;;titntion. rules, and regulations which the 
members of said Lf,c:i I anrl of said Association had to com-
ply with in onler tn remain in good standing in said Local 
nnd in said Assochtion; and the plaintiff further says that 
one of the said rules and regulations. was, to-wit: that no 
member of said Loc::il or of said Association should become a 
member of '' A dual organization'', under penalty of being 
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expelled from said Local and said Association. And the plain-
tiff further says that he complied ·with all the rules and regu-
lations of said Local and of said Association and performed 
his work on the piers of the .Merchants & Miners Transporta-
tion Company in a good, true, honest, diligent and faithful 
manner. 
Yet the said defendantr.; well lmo,ving the premises, but 
contriving and maliciously intending to injure the plaintiff 
and cause him to be expelled from Local No. 984, International 
Longshoremen 's .Association and the International Long-
shoremen 's Assoeiaticn, and to bring about his discharge from 
the employ of the Merchants & Miners Transportation Com-
pany, did cause false charges to he pref erred against the 
plaintiff, which false charges ·were, to-wit; that the 
page 3 ~ plaintiff was a rnember of a dual organization _and 
that the plaintiff had attended meetings of the Com-
mittee of Industrial Organization, which is a dual organiza-
tion, and the said clef endants prevailed upon and persuaded, 
to-wit, one Lewis Upton, a member and officer of said Lo-
cal, to make the false statement that the plaintiff was at-
tending meetings of the Committee of Industrial Organiza-
tion and to give evidence before a trial conunittee set up 
by said defendants that the plaintiff w·as attending these 
meetings, all of which the defendants knew to be false, ancl 
all of which ·was done for the purpose of unjustly and un-
lawfully bringing about the expulsion of said plaintiff from 
the said Local and the Intern'.ltional Longshoremen's Asso-
ciation, and his discharge from the Merchants & l\finer8 
Transportation Company piers. 
And the plaintiff further says that the defendants pro-
cured and ca.used false evidence that the plaintiff was agitat-
ing for the C. I. 0., and ·was a memlwr of the C. I. 0., a dual 
labor organization, to be gi"ven before the aforesaid trial 
committee, and using the aforesaid false charges and evi-
dence as the reasons therefor did, on or about, to-wit: the 
11th day of August, 1938, ca use the plaintiff to be expelled 
from Local No. 984, International Longshoremen 's .Associa-
tion, and did further, to-wit: on or about the 12th da.y of 
August, 1938, cause the Merchants & Miners Transportation 
Company to discharge the plaintiff. 
And the plaintiff further says that as a result of the aforP-
~aid malicious and unlawful acts a.nd actions of the defendants 
he has been unable to secure employment in his 
page 4 ~ regular trade and calling of longshoreman, and has 
· been unable, and will continue to be unable, to earn 
the money whi<'-h he ,vould otherwise have earned; and hai.:; 
thereby been deprived of great gains and profits which he 
otherwise might have derived and acquired. 
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SECOND COUNT. And for this also, to-wit: that for a 
long period of time prior to .August 12th, 1938 the plaintiff 
was engaged in longshorc work in the City of Norfolk, Vir-
ginia, that is the loading and unloading of vessels, and for 
a long period of time pr:01· to August 12th, 1938 had been em-
ployed at the Merchants & l\Hners Transportation Company 
piers in the City of Norfo:k, Virginia; that in order for plaintiff 
to retain his job on said piers it was necessary for him to 
be a member in good standing of a labor organization lmown 
as Local No. 984, International Longshoremen's Association, 
said Local and Association having a contract with the Mer-
chants & Miners Transportation Company whereby it was 
agreed that only members of said Local should be permitted 
to work on said piers: and the plaintiff further says that 
Local No. 984, International Longshoremen 's Association and 
1he International Longshoremen 's Association had adopted 
a constitution, rules, and regulations which the members of 
said Local and of said Association had to comply with in 
order to remain in good standing in said Local and said 
Association, all of which the plaintiff complied 
page 5 ~ "·ith; and the plaintiff further says that the consti-
tution, rules, and regulations of said Local and of 
::""'.id Intcr1rntional Longshoremen 's Association provided for 
the appointment of an impartial trial committee to hear and 
determine mw charges thn.t might he preferred against a 
member of snicl Local, and the plaintiff had preferred against 
him false and frandn lent charges that he ·was a member of 
a dual labor organization in violation of the constitution, 
mles, and regulations of the Intcmational Loug·shoremen 's 
Association, and upon said eharges being preferred the plain-
tiff vms entitled to have an unbiased and impartial trial board 
appointed to hear and determine said charges. 
Yet, notwith.standing the right of the plaintiff aforesaid, 
the said defendants, Samuel A. Gallop, James Riddick, and 
Loe.al No. 984, Intemational Longshoremen's Association, did 
cause to l)e appointed and set up a prejudiced and biased 
trial committee for the purpose of hearing and determining 
said charges against said plaintiff; it being the intent and 
purpose of said defendants to wrongly and unlawfully bring 
about the expulsion of the plaintiff from Local No. 984, In-
ternational Longshoremen 's Association, and to procure his 
discharge by the Merchants & Miners Transportation Com-
pany~ Said trial committee, after hearing the evidence in-
troduced and knowing that the charges and evidence were 
false, nevertheless found- the plain ti ff guilty of agitating 
for a C. I. 0. Union and recommended that the plaintiff be 
expelled, and the said defendants, in violation of the consti-
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tution, rµles, and regulations of Local No. 984, In-
page 6 r ternational Longshoremen 's Association, and the 
International Longshoremen 's Association, did ex-
pel plaintiff from said Local; and the said defendants did on 
or about, to-wit: the 12th day of August, 1938, unlmvfully 
and maliciously cause the plaintiff to be discharged by the 
Merchants & Miners Transportation Company. 
And the plaintiff further says that as a result of the afore-
said malicious and unlawful acts and actions of the defend-
ants he has been unable to secure employment in his regular 
trade and calling of longshoreman, and has been unable., and 
will continue to be unable, to earn the money which he would 
otherwise have earned; and has thereby been deprived of 
great gains and profits which he otherwise might and would 
have derived and acquired. 
THIRD COUNT. And for this also, to-wit: that for a long 
period of time prior to August 12th, 1938, the plaintiff was 
engaged in longshore work in the City of Norfolk, Virginia, 
that is the loading and unloading of vessels, and for a long 
period of time prior to August 12th, 1938 had been employed 
at the Merchants & Miners Transportation Company piers in 
the City of Norfolk, Virginia; that in order for plaintiff to 
retain his joh on said piers it was necessary for him to be 
a member in good standing of a labor organization known 
as Local No. 984:t International Longshoremen's Associa-
tion, said Local and Association having a contract with the 
Merchants & Miners Transportation Company whereby it was 
agreed that only members of said Local should be 
page 7 ~ permitted to work on said piers; and the plaintiff 
further says that Local No. 984, International Long-
shoremen 's Association and the International Longshore-
men's Associatiori had adopted a constitution, rules, and 
regulations which the members of said Local and of said 
Association had to comply with in order to remain in good 
standing in said Local nnd said Association, all of ·which 
the plaintiff' complied with; and the plaintiff further says 
that under the constitution, rules, and regulations of the In-
ternational Longshoremen 'R Association and Local No. 984, 
a. member thereof. the plaintiff could not be expelled from 
;
id Local No. 984 except by t.he action and vote of the said 
ocal, all of which wm, well known to the defendants. 
Yet the said defendnnh~ well knowing the aforesaid did 
maliciously and unlawfully expel the plaintiff from Loca 1 
No. 984, International Longshoremen 's Association, without 
any vote or action of the Raid Local No. 984, International 
Longshoremen ~s Association, and did without the authority 
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of said Local No. 984, International Longshoremen 's Asso-
ciation, cause the Merchants & Miners Transportation Com-
pany to discharge the plaintiff upon the ground that the 
plaintiff was no longer a member of said Local No. 984, In-
ternational Longshoremen 's Association. 
And the plaintiff further says that as a result of the afore-
said malicious and unlawful acts and actions of the defend-
ants he has been unable to secure employment in his regular 
trade and calling of longshoreman, and has been unable, 
and ,,ill continue to be unable, to earn the money which he 
would otherwise have earned; and has therehy been 
page 8 ~ deprived of great gains and profits which he other-
wise might and would have derived and acquired. 
FOURTH COUNT. And for this also, to-wit: that for a 
long period of time prior to August 12th, 1938 the plaintiff 
was engaged in longshore work in the City of Norfolk, Vir-
ginia, that is the loading and unloading of vessels, and for 
a long period of time prior to August 12th, 1938 had been 
employed at the Merchants & Miners Transportation Com-
pany piers in the City of Norfolk, Virginia; that in order 
for plaintiff to retnin his job on said piers it was necessary 
for him to be a member in good standing of a. labor organi-
zation known as Local No. 9894, International Longshore-
men's .Association, said Local and Association having a con-
tract with the Merch:mts & Miners Transportation Company 
whereby it was agreed that only members of said Local should 
be permitted to work on said piers; and the plaintiff further 
s~ys that Locnl No. 984, International Longshoremen's Asso-
ciation and the Intemational Longshoremen 's Association 
had adopted a constitution. rules, and regulations which the 
members of said Loral and of said Association had to com-
ply with in order to remain in good standing in said Local 
and in said Associntion, all of which the plaintiff complied 
with; a.nd the plaintiff further says that under the constitu-
tion, rules, regulati_nm; and practice of the International Long-
shoremen 's Association and Local No. 984, Internationa] 
Longshoremen 's Assoeiation, it was and is provided that any 
member ff.qrieved hy the action of the officers of a Local or 
the action of a Local could appeal to the Hamp-
page 9 ~ ton Roads District Council, commonly known as the 
Hampton Roads 1\T ater Front Council, and there-
after to other superior bodies within the International Long-
shoremen 's Association, and that pending such an appeal 
the agrieved memher is entitled to continue in his employ-
ment until the appeal was finally disposed of. And the plain-
tiff further says that when he was notified on or about, to-
12 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
wit : August 11th, 1938, that he had beei1 expelled from 
Local No. 984, Intemationnl Longshoremen 's Association, 
he then and there noted an appeal from said decision to the 
Hampton Roads District Council, and under and by virtue 
of the constitution, mles, regulations, and practice of the In-
ternational Longshoremen 's .Ai;;sociation and Local N'o. 984, 
International Longshoremen 's .Association, the said plaintiff 
was entitled to continue to ,vork at the Merchants & Miners 
Transportation Company. 
Yet the said defendants, well knowing the aforesaid, did 
on or about t]1e 12th day of August, 1938 maliciously and 
unlawfully cause the nlerehants & ~'.liners Transportation 
Company to discharge the plaintiff before said appeal had 
been disposed of. 
And the plaintiff further says that as a result of the afore-
said malicious and unlawful acts and actions of the defendants 
he has been unah]c to secure employment in his regular trade 
and ca.lling of long·shorcman, and has been unable, and will 
continue to he unable, to earn the money which he would 
otherwise have earned; and has thereby been deprived of 
great gains and profits which he otherwise might and would 
have derived and acquired. 
page 10 ~ FIFTH COUN'I~: And for this also, to-wit: 
that for a long period of time prior to August 
12th, 1938, the plnintiff wns Png-aged in lon!(shore work in 
the City of Norfolk, Virginia, that is the loading and unload-
ing of vessels, and for a long pel'iod of time prior to August 
12th, 1938 had been employed at the Merchants & Miners -
Transportation Company piers in the City of Norfolk, Vir-
g'inia: that in order for plaintiff to retain his job on said 
piers it ·was necessary for him to he a member in good stand-
ing of a lahClr organization known as Local No. 984, Inter-
national Longshoremen 's Association, said Local and Asso-
ciation having a. contract with the Merchants & Miners Trans-
portation Company whereby it was agreed that only mem-
bers of said Local s]1ould he permitted to work on said piers; 
and the plaintiff further sayf: that Local No. 984, Interna-
tional Longshoremen 's Association and the International 
Longshoremen 's Association had promulgated a constitu-
tion, rules, and regulations which the members of said Loeal 
:md of said Association had to comply with in order to re-
main in good standing in said Local and in said Association. 
all of wl1ich the plaintiff complied with; and it became, and 
was the duty of the defendants not. to unlawfully interfere 
with plaintiff'~ membership in said Local. and not to unlmv·-
fn1ly and malici01rnly expel him from said Local, and not to 
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unlawfully cause him to he discharged by the Merchants & 
.Miners Transportation Company. 
Yet notwithstanding the duty of the defendants aforesaid, 
the defendants did enter into an agreement and conspiracy 
whereby the said defendants did conspire and agree together 
to pref er false charges against the plaintiff and did conspire 
and agree togetl1er to employ a member of said 
page 11 ~ Local, to-wit: Lewis Upton to give false testi-
mony concerning the plaintiff, which false testi-
mony was that the plaintiff was agitating for a dual organiza-
tion and wa.s attending meetings of a dual organization, in 
violation of the constitution, rules, and regulations of Local 
No. 984, International Longshoremen 's Association and of 
the International Longshoremen 's Association; all of which 
was done by the defendants for the purpose of unlawfully 
expelling plain ti ff from Local No. 984, International Long-
$}10remen 's Association, and to cause him to be discharged 
by the Merchants & Miners Transportation Company in Nor-
folk, Virginia, as no longer being a member of Local No. 984, 
Internntional T 1ong-shoremen 's Association. 
And the plaintiff further says that pursuant to the con-
spfrac;v and agreement of the defendants as aforesaid a pre-
judiced and biased trial committee was named by the defend-
ants fo1· the pnrposc of hearing the false charges against the 
plaintiff. 
And the plaintiff further says tha.t on or about the 11th 
day of August, 1938 he was unlawfully expelled from said 
Loenl by the defendants, and was on, to-wit: the 12th day 
of August, 1938 m1lawfnlly e:rnsecl hy the defendants to be 
di~charged hy the Merchants & Miner~ Transportation Com-
pany. 
And the plaintiff further says that as a result of the afore-
said malicious and unlawful acts and actions of the defend-
nuts he has her.n unable to secure employment in his regular 
tr~~de and railing of longshoreman, and has been unable, and 
will continue to he unable, to earn the money which 
page 12 ~ he wonld otherwise have earned; and has thereby 
been deprived of great gains and profits which 
he otherwi~c nug}1t haYe and would have derived and ac-
quired. ·-
"'\Vhorefore the said plaintiff says that damages have been 
sustained to the amount of $5,000.00. And therefore he in-
stitutes this action of Trespass on the Case. 
·w. SHEPHERD DRE"\VRY, 
I~RNEST S. MERRILL, 
p. q. 
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·whereupon, the defendants being duly summoned and fail-
ing to appear, a conditional judgment was entered against 
them. 
And afterwards: At Rules held in said Clerk's Office on 
the fourth Monday in September, 1939, came the plaintiff, by 
his attorneys, and the defendants still failing· to appear, the 
conditional judg·ment entered herein was confirmed, and a 
writ of enquiry awarded. 
And afterwards : In the Court of Law and Chancerv of 
the City of N o·rfolk, on the 2nd day of October, 1939. .. 
This day came the parties, by their attorneys, and there-
upon the def end ants filed herein the ii~ demurrer and the 
plaintiff joined in the demurrer, the further hearing of which 
demurrer is continued. 
Thereupon the defendants pleaded the general issue to 
which the plaintiff replied generally. 
page 1g ~ The following is the Demurrer ref erred to in 
the foregoing order. 
The defendantR say that the deciaration, and each count 
thereof, and eac.h part of each courit is not s1,1fficient in law. 
Grounds of demurrer are that each count is too vague and 
indefinite, and does not show any legal liability upon any of 
the defendants. 
This demurrer is joint and se·parate demurrer fo1· each and 
all of the defendants. 
/ 
. tT AS. G. MARTIN, 
Of counsel for defendants. 
Aud afterwards : In said Court, on tlie 16th day of No-
vember, 1939 . 
. This day came the parties, hy their attorneys, and the 
demurrer to the declaration and each count thereof and each 
part of each count was argued by counsel. On consideration 
whereof the court doth overrule the demurrer as to the first 
and 5th counts, and doth suRtain the demurrer as to the sec-
ond, third and fourth counts, and doth grant leave to the 
plaintiff to amend within ten days if 110 so desires . 
. A.nd afterwards: In said Court, on the 24th day of J au-
uary, 1941. 
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page 14 ~ This day came the partfos, by their attorneys, 
and then came a jury, to-wit: ,v. Holman Rose, 
R. "\-:\T. Johnson, C. H. Blake, "\V. G. Blick, J. Rigger, L. S. 
Sher:r;:_ick, and .J. ,v oodward Jones, who being sworn the truth 
to. spe~k,unon the issue1 joined, a11d l1aving. h~ar.d,_a _part of 
the e-v:id~1)ce, at five o'elqc]( P: l\L are adjourned until Mon-
day morning, J·anuary 27, 1941. 
. - ' .. 
• • '\ : ; ; • • • ' : ~ • ·~ l - f ; • • ' 
..t\..nd ~ft~rwards: In said Court, on the 27th day of Jan-
uary, 1941. 
· This day came again the parties, by their attorneys, and 
also came the jury pursuant to their adjournment, and hav"! 
ing fully heard r th~ evidence, returned .. a verdict in these 
words: ··"We the .Jury find for the plaintiff and fix damages 
at $1,500.00. '' 
i "Thereupon, the defendants moved the Court to· s·et aside 
the vetdict of ·the jnry and grant them a new trial on the 
grounds that the· said verdict of. the jury is contrary to the 
Jaw and the. evidence, the further hearing of which motion 
is continued. 
And afterwards: In said Court, on the 11th day of March, 
1941. 
This day came again the parties, by their attorneys, and 
the defendants' motion to set aside the verdict of the jury 
rendered herein· on the 27th day of ,January, 1941, ·being 
· fully heard by the Court, and it appearing to th~ 
page 15 ~ Court that there ·is sufficient evidence before the 
· court:to cna111e -the court to· decide the case upon 
its merits, ·a.nd it ·doth seem rfa;ht and proper ta the court 
that "the said verdict ·be set nside as to the defendant, Local 
No. 984, International Longshoremen 's ·Association and that 
the- said verdict be sustained as to the defendants Samuel A. 
Gallop and James Riddick. 
· Therefore- it is considered by the court that the said ver-
dict be and it is set aside ns to the defendant Local 984, In-
ternational Longsh0rcmen 's Association, ·and that the plain-
tiff take nothing by his declaration against the clefendant, 
Local No. 984, International Longshoremen 's Association.· 
., It is· fur-ther considered bv the· Court that the said· verdict 
of the jury as to the defendants, Samuel A. Gallop and James 
16 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Riddick be sustained and the said motion to set aside as to 
the defendants, Samuel A. Gallop a.nd James Riddic.k, is over-
ruled. 
Therefore, it is considered by the court that the plaintiff 
recover of the defendants, Samuel A. Gallop and James Rid-
dick, the sum of Fifteen Hundred ($1,500.00) Dollars, with 
interest thereon from ,January 27, 1941, until paid, and his 
costs by him in this behalf expended. 
To which ruling and judgment of the court the defendants, 
Samuel A. Gallop and James Riddick, duly excepted. 
The plaintiff excepted to the ruling and judgment of the 
court as to the defendant, Local N'o. 984, International Long-
shoremen 's Association. 
At the iw;;tance of the defendants, Samuel A. 
page 16 ~ Gallop and James Riddick, who desire to present 
to· the Supreme Court of Appeals a petition for 
a writ of erro1· and su.persedea.s to this judgment, it is or-
dered that when the said defendants, or someone for them, 
shall give bond, with surety, before the Clerk of this Court, 
in the penalty of Two Thousand Dollars, conditioned accord-
ing to law, execution of this judgment shall be suspended from 
that date for a period of sixty days from the expiration of 
1his term of Court, and thereafter until such petition is acted 
on by the Supreme Court of Appeals, if such petition is 
actually filed within the specified time. 
And now, In ~aid Court, on the 2nd day of April, 1941. 
Thi8 day Samuel A. Gallop ancl James Riddick, presented 
their hill of exceptions No. l, and the exhibits in this case, 
,vhich ,vere duly made part of the record in this case. 
The following is the Bill of Exception No. 1, mentioned in 
the above order: 
page 17 ~ Virginia : 
In the Court of Law and Chancery of the City of Norfolk. 
\Villiam l\L Sharp 
v. 
Samuel A. Gallop. ,Tames Riddick, and Local No. 984, Inter-
national Longshoremen 's Association. 
Be it remembered that on the trial of this case, the follow. 
ing is the evidence. and all the evidence which was introduced, 
as 11ereinafter shown, and the instructions hereinafter shown 
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C.H. Dalby. 
are all the instructions which were granted, the first four 
being granted on motion of plaintiff, marked No. P-1-B, No. 
P-2, No. P-3, No. P-3-B, to each of which each defendant ob-
jected and excepted on the grounds hereinafter shown; and 
the last four instructions were granted on motion of def end-
ants, marked No. 1-D, No. 2-D, No. 3-D, and No. 4-D, to-wit: 
page 18 ~ Mr. Merrill: vVe move the exclusion of the wit-
nesses. 
Note : The witnesses were excluded and opening state-
ments made by counsel for the respective parties. 
C.H. DALBY, 
sworn on behalf of the plaintiff, testified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Drewry: 
Q. ·wm you please state your name, sir? 
A. C. H. Dalby. 
Q. And your occupation, :Mr. Dalby f 
A. General agent of the Merchants & Miners Transporta-
tion Company. (J. Located where? 
A. Norfolk. 
Q. Mr. Dalby, does your company have a contract with the 
Intrr1rntional Longshoremen 's Association, Local No. 984? 
A. That is correct, sir. 
Q. Is it possible for a longshoreman to work on your dock 
nnless he is a member of that LocaH 
A. Not according to the terms of the contract. 
page 19 ~ "\V c have a preferential agreement with the I. L. A. 
Q. If a man is a member and ceases to be a 
member the business agent can have him knocked off, can 
he? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. In 1938, in August, do you recall that Sharp was knocked 
off? 
A. I recall that he ,vas, and I think that is about the time. 
Q. Do you recall how he ·was knocked off? Did anybody 
request you to knock him off? 
A. Yes, we had a letter from the Local 984 saying he was 
no longer a member of the Local and said he was not eli-
gible. J • 
Q. He has not been employed there since t 
A. I don't think so. 
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C.H. Dcuby. 
Q. The evidence will show he was knocked off in August, 
1938. .About what is the average earnings .of a. longsh.9re--: 
man doing the type of work Sharp was doing at that time, 
and since f : .. . 
. A. I ·shQuld.say roughly.$16.00 a week on coastwise work. 
That is the general average. 
. . 
CHOSS I~JXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Martin: , , · · · . 
· Q. Mr. Dalby, your eonipany has had a contract for s0me 
time with the Local that the Local would furnish the men~ 
A. Yes. 
page 20 ~ Q. And members of the Local would be furnished 
as long as they could furnish them? 
A. That is right. · · 
Q. And as long as the Local was able to furnish them you 
would not get outside men f 
A. That is correct. . 
Q. Therefore, if a man w·as not a member of the Local you 
would not hire him? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. That contract has been in force some time! 
A. Several years, yes, sir. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By l\fr., Drewry : 
· Q. Ho,·v long had you known Sharp before he was dis-
charged Y 
A. I should say five years, just as a guess. 
Q. ·He worked on the dock about five years prior to that 
time? 
A. I should sav· about that time. 
Q. About that time? 
A. Yes. 
. . ... \ . 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
page 21 ~ By · Mr~ :Martin : 
· Q; There·are ~ome non-union men who work on 
the dock some two or three day8 a ,,Teek, a.re the·re not? · 
A.· Occasionally, ·yes~ Ont experienee :with: the· ~rganiza~ 
tion haR been -that in the majority of cases it is al1le to fur-
nish union men. 
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Q. But w·hen they are not able to furnish them you ·would 
go outside and get whatever men you need in addition f 
A. That is correct. 
By Mr. Drewry: 
Q. Do you get the men or does the union furnish them i 
A. There is no established practice for that. As a general 
proposition they can get the men. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. But you give the union men preference¥ 
A. Yes. 
By Mr. Drewry: 
Q. You would not employ Sharp back after seeing tbis 
letterf 
A. That is a theoretical question. w· e always live up to 
the terms of the contract for union men. The instances in 
which non-union men are employed are so few and far be-
tween that there has hardly be.en a precedent established for 
that. 
By a Juror: 
Q. \V ould yon lmve employed him if you had 
page 22 ~ needed extra men 1 
A. I could not answer that. The stevedore fore-
man employs the men and they employ men on the basis of 
ca pa bili ty. 
Q. You say you employ extra men? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Why would you not employ him t 
A. That is a theoretical question. 
Bv Mr. Martin: 
"'Q. There is no reason why you wouldn't if you wanted 
him1 
A. No. 
Q. If Sharp is a good _worker and you need him you have 
a perfect rig-ht to get him f 
A. Yes, if there is extra work available for him. 
By Mr. Drewry: 
Q. In order for a person to get employment as an extra 
man he has to be there at your gate every day t 
A. That is correct. 
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Q. If you had employed him as an extra, assuming he had 
been at your gate every day and you had employed him as 
an extra man from August, 1938, up to date, how much do 
vou think be would have eamedf Would he have earned as 
inuch as $25.00 during that entire period 1 
A. During that entire period f 
Q. Yes. 
page 23 ~ A. I doubt it very seriously. There are only, 
as I said a moment ago, rare instances in which 
:son-union men are employed. Their work is casual and 
lJrobably extends for only two or three hours a day. 
·Q. ,vhen they are employed they are just employed for 
a few hours of the day'? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And just for a particular job1 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Of unloading or loading a particular boat? 
A. 'fha t is correct. 
"WILLIAM M. SHARP (col.), 
the plaintiff, being first duly sw·orn, testified as follows: 
Examined by :Mr. Merrill : 
Q. Your name is ·William !\L Sharp 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Talk to the jury. You are the plaintiff in this case 1 
A~ Yes, sir. 
Q. ·wliere do you live 1 
page 24 }- A. I live at 628 Brambleton Avenue. 
Q. How long have you lived in Norfolk? 
A. I have been living in Norfolk since 1930. Been living 
in Norfolk ten years, almost eleven years. 
Q. ,vhere did you come from f 
A. I came from a rural district called Columbia-from 
Gum N eek. Columbia is the County Seat. 
Q. ·what State? 
A. North Carolina. 
Q. ·when did you go to ,,lork with the Merehants & :Miners 
Transportation Cornpanyf · 
A. October, 1930. 
By the Court : 
Q. 19301 
A. 19-I went there in October, 1930, began work. I don't 
know what date. 
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By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. What kind of work did you do down there? 
A. I done practically what was to be done, such as truck-
jug and stowing freight, anything ,:ms to be done on the 
deck, that kind of work. 
Q. You were a longshoreman? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you work there at the ::Merchants & Miners con-
tiimously until you were discharged in August, 1938? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 25 ~ Q. ,vhen you went to work there was there a 
union 011 the piers 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. "'\Vheu was this local first formed on the piers? 
A. In April, on April 6th, I think, 1937, the 6th or 16th. 
I disremember what date it was, hut in April, 1937. 
Q. In April, 1937! 
A .. Yes, sir. 
Q. ,vho became president of the local? 
A. Riddick, that man there (indieating). 
Q. Riddick? 
A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. One of the defendants in this case? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·who became its business agent f 
A. Samuel Gallop. 
rrhe Court: I didn't catch the question. ,Vho was who? 
lfr. Merrill: The business agent. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
· Q. Did this Local Nio. 984 have jurisdiction over any docks 
other than the :rvrerchants & Miners? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 26 ~ Q. Wba t other docks? 
A. The Merchants & Miners, Chesapeake, Bay 
Line, N. B. C. Line, and the Buxton Line. 
Bv the Court: 
· Q. The Buxton Line? 
A. Yes, sir. 
)fr. Merrill: Do yon have a copy of the by-laws of this 
Local? 
:\'[r. Martin : Yes, I think so. 
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Mr. Merrill: "\Ve have the International Constitution, but 
not the by-laws. 
Mr. Martin: You will put that in, too, won't you Y 
Mr. Merrill : Yes. 
By Mr .. Merrill: 
Q. Now, the business agent receives a salary from the Lo-
cal? 
A. Yes1 sir. Q. Do you knmv what the Local paid Sam Gallop 1 
A. They paid him during the time I was there $25.00 a 
week. Of course, they had raised his wages once or twice, 
but $25.00 a week was his salary. 
Q. Did you join this local when it was formed in 1937 7 
A. Yes, sir, I did. 
Q. "\Vere you elected to any office T 
A. I was elected as chairman of the Trustee 
page 27 ~ Board, Finance Committee. 
By the Court : 
Q. Was there any salary attached to it°l 
A. No, sir. 
Mr. Merrill: I desire to introduce in evidence the hv-laws 
of Local 984, I. L. A., Norfolk, Virginia. I will read "to the 
jury the duties of the business agent. It is Section 6 of 
Article 1. 
Note: Section 6 of Article 1 of the l1y-Iaws was read, ancl 
the by-laws marked ''Exhibit No. 1.'' 
Mr. Merrill: I also want to introduce in evidence the Con-
stitution of the International Longshoremen 's Association. 
Mr. Martin: I don't know whether there are any changes 
in those dates, or not. 
By Mr. l\Ierrill: 
Q. This Local is a subordinate lJody of the International 
Longshoremen 's .Association ; is that right¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: This is all right. I think you had better put 
both of these in. It shows a different date from the one I 
have. 
Mr. Merrill: "\Ve introduce both of these constitutions in 
evidence. 
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Note: The two booklets in question wer~ 
page 28 ~ marked "Exhibit 2" and "Exhibit 3." 
By Mr. Merrill : 
Q. Now, Sharp, as chnirman of the Board of Trustees Fi-
nance Committee, ·what were your duties with reference to 
paying out moneys of the Local? 
Mr. Martin: Is that in the by-lawsf ·we call for the by-
laws as the best evidence. 
The Court: Is it in there? 
1\fr. Merrili: I want to ask him what his duties were. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. ·what work did you perform in connection with the 
signing of checks t 
A. No checks could lJe wTitten and no checks was payable 
unless I signed it. I had to sign all checks before any money 
could be drawn from the bank. 
By the Court : 
Q. You mean checks to pay for the men's services t 
A. Any services. 
Q. In connection with the Union, you mean? 
A. Yes, sir. Before we could pay anybody with a check 
I had to sign the check. 
By Mr. Merrill : 
· Q. Before a check of the Local was valid you had to sign 
the check? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 29 ~ Q. As chairman of the Boa.rd of Trustees? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Before these charges were pref erred against you did 
you have any dispute with the defendant, Gallop, about those 
checks? 
A. Not directly dispute, but I investigated some checks; 
in other words, failed to sip:n some checks because I didn't 
think they ought to be signed. 
Q. You refused to Rign some checks? 
A. I refused to sign one and never did sign it. I investi-
gated all of them before I would sign. 
Q. ,vhat did Gallop say to you about that 1 
A. I don't know· hardly the remarks, but he seemed to think 
really J1ard of me by not signing the checks. 
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Q. ·who was the check payable to that you absolutely re. 
fused to sign 1 
A. It vrns about a telephone charge. After we rented the 
hall and put a 'phone in the hall he wanted a 'phone to stay 
in his house and they would give the Local a 'phone, too, 
and I thought it would be a waste of money after we had a 
hall of our own and I never agreed to sign no checks to let 
the 'phone stay in his house, and that is one check I didn't 
sign, but there were several other checks I investigated be-
fore I signed. · 
Q. Now, Sharp, when did you first hear that 
page 30 }- charges ·were to be preferred against you? 
A. Just before the 9th of August. I don't know 
exactly what date it was. 
Bv the Court: 
''Q. ·what year was it? 
A. 1938. 
Q. 1.938? 
A. Yes, sir. The business a.gent came to the Local and 
reported that he had news and was going to pref er charges 
against about fifty. 
By 1\fr. Martin : 
· Q. You ·were present, were yon? 
A. No, sir. I was the Finance Committee. 
Q. You were present? 
A. Oh, yes, sir, I was present rigllt there, and so he said 
he had a.bout fifty men he was going to press charges against. 
Finally, when it come to the next meeting- nig-ht, he reported 
there was about twenty-two, and the Local ordered the secre-
tary, which was Homer ,Jones, to issue eharges against around 
twenty-two or twenty-five men, but the secretary didn't issue 
c~harges against but tw·o men, and on the 4th or 5th we was 
ordered to trial for the Trial Board to heal' the evidence. 
That is when I didn't get no consideration, not even to have 
a witness or any representative. On the 9th was 
page 31 ~ when the president turned me out. 
Bv l\fr. 1\ferrill: 
·o. At that time did you lmow of any secret meetings that 
Jrnd been held at the home of Harper? 
A. No, sir, I didn't know it. 
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By the Court : 
Q. At the home of who, Harper? 
Mr. Merrill: Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. Were any charges ever handed you other than the 
charge which I am now about to give you? Is this the charge 
that was placed against you (handing paper to witness) Y 
A. That is the charge. 
Q. Did you get anything else at all? 
A. No, sir. 
Note: The paper was read and marked '' Exhibit 4.'' 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. This charge is taken from the Constitution of the In-
ternational Longshoremen 's Association, Article 11, Section 
2. It is a copy of Section 2 of Article 11 of the International 
Longshoremen 's Association, and this is what was given you 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Had you ever belonged to any dual organization? 
A. No, sir. 
page 32 ~ Q. Did yon ever join the C. I. 0.? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you ever agitate for the C. I. 0.1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. \Vhen the matter was brought before the meeting of the 
Local, who else was there; who else were ordered before the 
Trial Committee f 
A. :Matthew Johnson. 
Q. The Trial Committee is provided for by Section 7 of 
Article 3 of t.he by-laws of Local 984, I. L. A., isn't it? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Merrill: I might say to the Court that the Constitu-
tion of the International Longshoremen 's Association gov-
erns all locals that a,re affiliated with it, and each local has 
its by-laws in addition to the constitution. 
The Court: Is that the by-laws? 
Mr. Merrill: Yes, sir. 
Bv 1\fr. Merrill : 
·Q. "\Vas a Trial Board appointed? 
A. "\Vas there one appointed? 
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Q. Yes. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: ,v e object to any questions about the pro-
priety of the Trial Board or the appeal. J"udge 
page 33 ~ Shackelford has passed on that on demurrer. There 
were five counts in the declaration and all but the 
first and last were held bad on demurrer and went out of 
the case. It only left two counts in to the eff eet that the de-
fendants had conspired with false testimony with a packed 
Board. 
Mr. Merrill: I want to show the set-up and how the false 
testimony was given. That is the purpose. 
The Court : Tha.t false testimony was given? 
Mr. Martin: If he is trying to show that my two clients 
arranged the false testimony, it is legitimate, lmt for nothing 
else. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. A Trial Boa.rd was appointed f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you appear before that Trial Board 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·where was the hearing held f 
A. At the hall, at our hall. 
Q. ,vhere was the hall located? 
A. On Brambleton Avenue, 625-635. 
Q. ·who were the members of the Trial Board? 
A. Peter Billups, Carter, Chum Reid, and I will tell you 
I don't remember all of them names. 
Q. ~r as Carter a member of the Trial Board f 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 34 ~ Q. Carter was? 
A. Riddick appointed Carter a member. 
Q. ,\There did Billups work? 
A. Billups w·orks over there to the N. B. C. Line, or either 
the Chesapeake, some of them other doc.ks. I don't know 
what dock he worked for. He works for one of the docks in 
the Union, 984 Local. 
Q. ·was Biddle a member of the Trial Board? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know where he was living at the time? 
A. I don't know. I don't know whether he was living then 
with Ga11op, or not. I don't know directly where he dicl 
live. 
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Q. "'When you appeared before the Trial Board who testi-
fied against you? 
A. Louis Upshur and Harper. 
Q. Luther Upshur 7 
A. Louis Upshur. 
Q. Did he hold any position in the Local at that time? 
A. Louis Upshur? 
Q. Yes. 
A. You say Upshur? 
Q. Yes. 
A. Yes, sir, he was secretary, recording secretary. 
Q. What did Louis Upshur testify to against 
page 35 ~ you? 
A. He said tha.t on the 20th of July I attended 
a C. I. 0. meeting; at Pugh's House. He said that on the 
16th of July I attended a meeting on Dunbar Street some 
place. I don't know where the street is today. 
Q. Did vou at that time make an effort to find out the num-
ber he claimed you were in on Dunbar Street? 
A. I asked Riddiek, the president, since I didn't kno-w, to 
have it invesfornt,ecl ::ind also continue the trial until it could 
he investigated find find out, because it was not really a mun-
her, because he didn't have the name. the house or the people 
or anybody else. ~o I asked the president to investigate it and 
find out whether it is so, or not. 
Q. Had you ever heard Pugh's name mentioned until that 
hearing? 
A. No. sir. 
Q. Did you flsk tl1em to let you brin~ Pu~h there? 
A. Yes, sir. I nsked them to let me have Pug-h come there. 
and if he clidn 't believe I had not been to Pugh's house to let 
me get Pugh or some of his family, and he said no, he won't 
do it. 
Q. Where did Pmrh work at the time? 
A. Pug-h worked at the Old Dominion, I think. 
Q. Was Sam Gallop present at the Trial Board hearing 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was Riddick present¥ 
page 36 ~ A. Yes. sir. 
Q. Riddick was president of the Local? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did they hear Louis Upshur testify against you f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did you next hear about this matter, Sharp? 
A. Hear about iU 
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Q. Yes. "\Vhen was the next time anything was done about 
it? 
A. On the 9th of August they had a regular meeting night, 
and that is when the Trial Boa.rd made its report and the 
Trial Board said, ''We don't believe you is guilty of any of 
these charges placed against you". That was the report of 
the Trial Boa.rd, but they said for agitating. 
Q. The Trial Board reported they didn't believe you were 
guilty of belonging to a dual organization, but found you 
guilty of agitatingf 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. For the C. I. 0. f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did they do then? 
A. They turned me out. 
Q. Who did that f 
A. Riddick. 
page 37 ~ Q. Did the members of the Local vote on itf 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Riddick, as president, told you you were no longer a 
member of the Local f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you appeal from that decision f 
A. Yes, sir, to the vVaterfront Council. 
Q. The Waterfront Council mentioned in the by-laws and 
Constitution is a council composed of different longshore 
Locals in the Hampton Roads area? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That meets the first Monday in every month? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. One Monday in Newport News and the next Monday 
in Norfolk? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. It is called the Waterfront or District Council? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You appealed to them? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you appear before them? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was Gallop there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was Ridd~ck there? 
page 38 ~ A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did the Waterfront Council do? 
. A. The first appeal was to be either on the 30th-
Samuel A. Gallop and Jas. Riddick v. Wm. M. Sharp. 29 
J,Villimn IJ1. Sharp ( col.). 
Q. Tell me what was done f 
A. When it was tried? 
Q. Yes. 
A. The Waterfront Council, when it was tried, ruled that 
Riddick had no right to turn me out if I had been guilty 
without the consent of the body. 
Q. The Waterfront Council sent it back to the LocaH 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When was it the Waterfront Council acted upon that 
appeal? 
A. The 17th of November, 1938. 
Q. When were you laid off work at the Merchants & Miners¥ 
A. The 12th of August, 1938. . 
Q. After you were laid off down there did you take the 
matter up with any officials of the I. L.A. f 
A. I didn't understand you. Ask the question again. 
Q. Did you take the matter up with George Milner, the vice-
president of the International Longshoremen 's Association? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You claimed they could not lay you off pending ap-
peal? 
page 39 }- A. Yes, sir, and he said they could not. 
Mr. Martin: I move to strike that out as that is out of 
the case by demurrer. 
Mr. Merrill: Mr. Martin stated in his opening statement 
that he took an appeal which had been confirmed by the higher 
authority. 
The Court : All right. 
Mr. Martin: We save the point as irrelevant. 
The Court: It is a matter of record, what they did, I sup-
pose. 
Mr. Merrill: We don't have the Waterfront Council's 
records here, your Honor. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: 
~Q. Now, Sharp, did you see Gallop about going back to 
work on the piers? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When did you see him? 
A. I don't know. I sa.w him two or three times and talked 
with him two or three times about going back on the pier 
and after the Waterfront Council-Gallop told me that since 
the Waterfront Council said it was proper I had a right until 
I was :finally turned out, and that ''Just go to the secretary 
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and pay your money and get your receipt and I will put you 
back to work''. 
page 40 r By Mr. Martin : 
Q. Who said that? 
A. Gallop,_ the business agent. 
By Mr. Merrill : 
Q. Did you. go to the secretary and pay your money and 
get your receipt? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is this the receipt which you got 1 
A. Yes, sir, that is the receipt. 
Q. It is dated November 21st, 1938, I. L. A. 984. "Re-
ceived of W. M. Sharp $3.00, Fourth Quarter Button. Homer 
M. Jones, Sect. Treas.'' 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Merrill: I introduce that in evidence. 
Note: The paper was marked "Exhibit 5". 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. You had been laid off August 12th and on November 
21st, acting on instructions of Gallop, you went and paid 
your dues? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were you put to work? 
A. No, sir. I went to the dock tluee times, three or four 
times, after paying my dues, went to the clocks, so I could 
tell the men they brought me back to work, hut they never put 
me to work. 
Q. After that, Sharp, was there a movement 
page 41 ~ made by the Local to expel you? 
A. Yes, sir, there was a movement made. 
Q. And the Local voted upon it and did expel you f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Up until that time did you know the reason why Louis 
Upshur had testified against you before the Trial Board 1 
.A.. No, sir, I didn't. 
Q. About how much money were you making a week on the 
Merchants & Miners when you were discharged! 
A. It would average about $16.00, I reckon. Some weeks 
I would make $18.00 and some $15.00, but I judge it to be 
around $16.00 a week. 
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Q. About what Mr. Dalby said f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When you were discharged-since you were discharged 
at the Merchants & Miners have you been able to get a job 
on the waterfront in Norfolk as longshoreman 1 
A. No, sir, I haven't. 
Q. Have you gotten a job anywhere else 1 
A. No permanent job. Maybe I work a week or two weeks 
anywhere I could just catch up something. 
Q. Have you figured out about how much you have earned 
since your discharge Y 
A. About $200.00 would take it all. 
page 42 ~ CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. Mr. W. W. Old, an attorney at law of this City, repre-
sented you, didn't he f 
A. Who? 
Q. Mr. William vV. Old, Jr. Y 
A. Old? I don't know him. 
Q. You don't know Mr. W. W. Old with offices in the Citi-
zens Bank Building, a lawyer Y 
A. No, sir. I don't know him. 
Q. You don't know him f 
A. No, sir. 
Mr. Merrill: Represented him where, l\Ir. Martin! 
The Witness: That is what I want to know, 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. You never heard of him at alH 
A. I don't know nothing about him. 
Mr. Merrill: We don't object to this, Mr. Martin (re-
ferring to letter). Maybe Johnson went to Mr. Old. If you 
will tell him what lie represented him in probably he will 
recall it. 
The Witness: I don't know anything about it. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. Didn't you with Johnson go to l\Ir. Old on or about 
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January 4th, 1938, to have him represent you on 
page 43 ~ the appeal 1 
· A. No, sir, not me. I don't know what Johnson 
did. 
Q. You and J ohuson were ·working together? 
A. We both was involved and tried together. 
Q. You didn't see Mr. Old yourselH 
A. No, I don't remember seeing him. 
Q. You got a letter from the secretary-treasurer of the 
A. C. D., dated January 4th, 1939, like that, didn't you, con-
firming the appeal (handing· letter to witness)? 
A. From New York, yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: I put this in evidence and read it to the jury. 
It is addressed to Mr. William Sharp, 637 East Brambleton 
Avenue, Norfolk, Virginia, and Mr. Matthew Johnson, 637 
East Brambleton A venue, Norfolk, Virginia. 
Note: The l~tter was read and marked "Exhibit A". 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. You were tried before a reg·ular Trial Board of seven 
members, were you? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You don't remember the names of all seYen? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. But you knew them alU 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 44 ~ Q. All of them had known you right along, hadn't 
they? 
A. I guess so. 
Q. They were friends of yours as far as you know? 
A. Was at that time, but I found out-
Q. And they heard the evidence of the people who testified 
against you Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. I believe you said the most testimony given against you 
was by a man named Upshur? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And some other person you named? 
A. Harper. 
Q. They were the ones who testified that they had seen you 
around with C. I. 0. people, were they? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And the seven men on the Trial Board decided against 
you? 
A. Yes. They didn't decide acc.ording to the charge. They 
decided I agitated C. I. 0. 
Q. Decided that you agitated for the C. I. 0.? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Then the meeting expelled you and you appealed? 
A. Not the meeting, the president. 
Q. The meeting didn't do anything? 
A. The president expelled me. 
Q. When it came to the meeting, the meeting 
page 45 } didn't say anything but the president said, '' On the 
report of the Trial Board you will be no longer 
a member''? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Then you appealed that to the Waterfront Council and 
they referred it back to the Local? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And when they referred it back to the Local, the Local 
expelled you Y 
A. Yes, sir, but the Waterfront Council instructed them 
they had been wrong during the time from August 12th or 
August 9th to November 7th and advised them to replace me 
back on the job. 
Q. While your appeal was pending? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. So they ref erred it back to the Local? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Then the Local had a. meeting and expelled you t 
A. Yes. 
Q. Then you appealed to New York and got a letter from 
New York! · 
A. Yes, sir. 
RE-DIRE.CT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Merrill : 
· Q. Now, Sharp, you did then exhaust all of your 
page 46 } remedies -with the International Longshoremen 's 
Association before you were discharged? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. At the hearing in New York of the Executive Boa.rd of 
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the International Longshoremen's Association, were yon 
present? 
A. No, sir. 
· Q. Was Johnson present 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do yon know whether or not Gallop was up there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you, know whether or not Riddick was there f 
A. SirY 
Q. Was Riddick there, or do you know ·y Was Riddick 
up there¥ 
A. No, sir, Riddic.k wasn't up there, I don't think I haven't 
heard them say. I haven't heard any report that he was 
there. 
Mr. Martin: I move to strike that out as hearsay, may it 
please the court. 
By the Court: 
Q. You don't know whether he was there, or not 6/ 
A. No, sir. 
A Juror: What was the verdict or the report of the Water-
front Council when they sent it back to the Local ·f 
page 47 ~ I didn't catch that. 
Mr. Martin: I only know what he said. He bet-
ter repeat it. 
A Juror: I thought it was in the record, what the Water-
front Council said. 
Mr. Martin: I haven't the writing on it. 
The Witness: The Waterfront Council ruled that Riddick 
bad no right to expel me from the Loe.al and turn me out 
even if I had been guilty unless with the consent of the body. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. Without the consent of the body? 
A. Yes, sir, and then Vice-President Milner explained that 
even if the body had turned me out and "you take an appeal 
you will still be a member of the Local until it is finally set-
tled". 
Q. So when it did come back the body expelled you and 
you took an appeal f 
A. Yes, sir. 
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By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. And they would not allow you to work? 
A. They would not allow me to work or go to any meet-
ings, but I paid my money. 
Q. Then after they collected your dues for the quarter they 
still would not let you go to work or attend the 
page 48 } meetings? 
A. No. 
Q. This man Harper who testified against you before the 
Trial Board, did he ever say he saw you attending any C. I. 0. 
meetings? 
A. No, he didn't say he saw me attending any C. I. 0. meet-
ings. He told the Trial Board a.bout a trip he made to my 
son's place. 
Q. He didn't say he saw you attending any C. I. 0. meet-
ings at all Y 
A. No, sir. 
By a Juror: 
Q. When this case was retried by the Trial Board of the 
Local, you were present at the second trial? 
A. There was not any second trial. When they went there 
the second time and the verdict came from the Waterfront 
Council, the president asked all in favor of my being turned 
out-
Q. Were you there 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. There was never any second trial by the Trial Board t 
A. No, sir. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. The second proceeding was before the whole 
page 49 } body¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When they expelled you? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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sworn on behalf of the plaintiff, testified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Merrill: 
Q. What is your name? 
A. Louis Upshur. 
Q. Where do you live? 
A. 1323 Carey Street. 
Q. Norfolk? 
A. Norfolk. 
Q. How long have you lived in Norfolk? 
A. Twenty-seven years. 
Q. Where were you working in 1938 J 
A. Merchants & Miners Transportation Company. 
Q. In Norfolk? 
A. Norfolk. 
Q. What kind of work were you doing? 
A. Freight reader on the dock. 
page 50 ~ Q. Do you recall what time you went to work 
down there? 
A. January 21st, 1937. 
Q. When that Local was formed clown there in 1937 did 
you become an officer of the Local? 
· A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you ever become an officer of the Local? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was your job? 
A. Recording secretary. 
Q. When were you elected recording secretary? 
A. The last Tuesday in December, 1937, but I was inaugu-
rated and took over the office the second Tnesclav in Januarv. 
That was my active duty. · · · 
Q. Do you know Samuel Gallop? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know Riddick t 
A. Yes. 
Q. And you know William M. Sharp, the plaintiff in this 
case? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You are the Louis Upshur who testified against him 
before the Trial Board, are you? 
A. That is right. 
Q. Will you please turn to the jury and tell them 
page 51 ~ how you happened to get into tlmt matter, who 
started these charges against him, and what you 
were offered, and so on? 
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A. Yes, sir, gentlemen of the jury and the Court; it was 
.in April, the first Monday in-the first Tuesday in April that 
we had a meeting. 
Q. 1938! 
A. 1938. I told Sam Gallop and Riddick privately in our 
regular meeting that I was informed by Alexander Wright 
that about fifty members on the dock was affiliated ·with the 
C. I. 0., or agitating it, which is a dual organization with 
the I. L. A., and so the following vVednesday Sam came on 
the dock where I wa~ working. 
By the Court : 
Q. Who is Sam? . 
A. Sam Gallop. He called me on the side privately aIJ,d 
asked me about would I take a job to try to find out the mem-
bers who was the fellows agitating or affiliated with tl~e C. J. 0. 
He called me on the side, as I before stated, and asked me 
would I take the job and I momentarily spoke up and said it 
was kind of a dangerous job a.nd I didn't see fit, and he told 
me I was recommended by a fell ow officer of mine, Homer 
Jones, who was financial secretary-treasurer, at that time, 
and we postponed our conversation until that following Tues-
day morning. The follo,ving Tuesday morning a week from 
that day we go to B. W. Harper's house on Den-
page 52 ~ hart Street for the purpose of finding out who 
the fellows are. Sam asked me would I take over 
the job at Harper's house. I told him, ''It is a mighty dan-
gerous job". He told me, "We will give you a dollar for 
every ma.n that you bring in that is agitating C. I. 0." One 
of the fellows there, and I disremember who it was, said, 
''No, we are not going to give him a dollar for every man 
because he is liable to bring everybody that works on the job". 
It went from one arg·ument to another, and I brought up 
William Sharp's name, that he might help me. Sam tells me, 
"We know Sharp is a member of the C. I. 0. and agitating 
the C. I. 0." and he gave me a little money to find these places 
and say I had been to Pugh's house and say that Sharp was 
there. I could naturally say he was because I was going to 
lie. 
By the Court : 
Q. Sam Gallop you are talking a.bout? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Louis, who attended this meeting? 
A. You mean the fellows? 
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Q. Yes. 
A. Myself, Sam Gallop, B. W. Harper, Homer Jones, James 
Riddick and Walter Carter, if I am not mistaken. That is 
all I recall .. 
Q. Go ahead .. 
A~· ·And we had different meetings, private meet-
page 53 ~ ings, unbeknowing to the whole Local. The Local 
didn''t know what it was all about, so at the end 
I told Sam, ''You better let me-make the members think 
I was getting evidence on them", and they wanted the mem-
bers to think I was getting evidence on them, because they 
know at the same time I was lying. It went from one meet-
ing to another up until the time Sharp was tried, and they 
paid me $25.00 and promised me $50.00 at the meeting. They 
brought me $15.00 first and some fellow made an amendment 
to the motion to give me $25.00 because I was kind of hot 
around town during the time about Johnson and Sharp be-
cause they thought they might harm me and they decided to 
give me $25.00 to get out of town and stay two or three weeks 
until this heated argument was over with. 
Q. You said you mentioned William Sharp's name as one 
who might help you? 
A. To help me find the C. I. 0. fellows! 
Q. Yes. 
A. Yes. 
Q. What did Sam Gallop say about Sharp¥ 
A. He said no, because he thought Sharp was affiliated 
with the a. I. 0. and agitating it. 
Q. Did Sam know that a number of men on the dock knew 
a.bout their paying for the evidence Y 
A. Yes, sir, because it was being talked about from one 
side of the dock to the other and he could hear it. 
page 54 ~ I know, as a matter of fact, he heard it. 
Q. How many secret meetings were held and at-
tended by the six or seven people Y 
A. From April up until about two weeks before the trial, 
and I think the trial wa.s somewhere in August. 
Q. Did you ever tell the people at the secret meetings that 
you had actually seen "William Sharp at any C. I. 0. meet-
ings? 
A. No, sir, I didn't actually tell them. 
Q. Did Sam Gallop and the rest of them know that you were 
framing William Sharp? 
A. They did. 
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Q. After the Trial Board met and you testified against 
Sharp and the Trial Board reported to the Local their find-
ings, what dispute did you have with Gallop about an entry 
in the minutes of the LocaU 
A. The dispute was that Sam Gallop got me just before 
the trial was supposed to be tried in the Circuit Court, 
Judge Hanckel, the Judge over there, and he asked me to stay 
from my work on Wednesday and put them in the book, 
the recording secretary book, copy all the minutes over be; 
cause of the fact I didn't put in the minutes that the other 
fellows was dual, belonged to the C. I. 0. or agitated the 
C. I. 0. There was not any clause in there in my handwriting 
at the present time, and he asked me to enter up 
page 55 ~ quite a. number more to that effect. 
Q. Did you agree to do that? 
A. No, I didn't agree to do it. 
Q. What did Sam say to you Y 
A. He merely told me he thought I was doing him a dirty 
trick and he was going to get even with me in some respect. 
Q. Since this suit has been started against them has Sam 
Gallop seen you T 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he know then that you had gone to Sharp and told 
Sharp what had happened in these secret meetings? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did he say to you Y 
A. He told me I had better not change my position be-
cause I might be tried for perjury, something like that. 
By the Court : 
Q. What? 
A. Perjury, or something like that. 
By Mr. Merrill : 
Q. For perjury Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. He told you what, that you would be tried for per-
jury? 
A. Yes, and I better not refrain from what I lrnd already 
told before the Trial Board. 
page 56 ~ Q. Did Sam Gallop and Riddick know what you 
had told before the Trial Board was false? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who were the members of the Trial Board 1 
A. George Reid, the chairman, and Carter-
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Q. vVas Carter one of the men attending these secret meet-
ings? ' · · 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And he was on the Trial Board? 
A. Yes, sir, Walter Carter; Steven Biddle, Billups-I don't 
know the fellow's first name, and another fellow that worked 
at the Old Bay Line. I seen him out there in the hall but I 
don't know his name, but I know he was on the Trial Board. 
I know he was there. 
Q. You say Reid was a. member of the Trial Board? 
A. Yes, sir, chairman of the Trial Board. 
Q. Before the Trial Board met had Reid ever conversed 
with you about your testimony? 
A. Once. One time the Trial Board was supposed to meet 
at the Longshoremen 's Hall on Princess .Anne Road and Wide 
Street and didn't meet, and I talked to him about the case 
myself. Other than that I didn't mention anything to the 
Trial Board prior to the time of the trial. 
By the Court : 
Q. Did yon say Riddick? 
page 57 ~ A. Reid. 
Q. Reid? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: 
~Q. Sam Gallop as business agent had jurisdiction over all 
the docks from which the Trial Board members came? 
A. That is right. 
Q. After the Trial Boa.rd made its report and the Local 
voted to pay you, they paid you $25.001 
A. Yes, sir, and B. V{. Harper $10.00. 
Q. And gave Harper $10.00? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Harper was the other witness who testified against him? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And it was at Harper's home you held these secret meet-
ings? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. You were prosecuted for stealing money from this Local 
a. few months ago, were you? 
A. No, sir, I wasn't prosecuted. 
Q. Were you before Judge Spindle? 
page 58 ~ .A. Yes, sir, but not prosecuted. 
Q. You mean you were not convicted? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You were prosecuted but not convicted? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. For stealing money from this Union yourself? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And now you come here to testify against the Union Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You actually told the truth before the Trial Board, 
didn't you? 
A. No, sir, I didn't swear. I was not sworn in none at all. 
Q. They didn't swear you in? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You knew you were supposed to tell the truth before 
the Trial Board? 
A. The Trial Board knew what it was all about; the dif-
ferent members knew what it was all about. 
Q. The Trial Board knew it wa.s framed? 
A. Yes, sir, two fellows knew it was a frame-up. 
Q. Who? 
A. Walter Carter and George Reid. 
Q. Then you went and testified before the Trial Board about 
Sharp going with the C. I. 0., didn't you? 
page 59 ~ A. That is right. 
Q. And you also told about a man named John-
son? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Going with the C. I. 0.? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you told the Trial Board where you saw them with 
the C. I. 0. people? You did that? 
A. Yes, sir, but I were lying about the people, the fellows, 
and it was false. 
Q. You expected to lie and lied the whole way through Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q . .After you got through you took $25.00 for your lying? 
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A. That is right. They knew, the members of the sec.ret 
meeting, knew, I was going to lie. 
Q. Knew that you were expected to lie 1 
A. That is right, and they paid me to do it. 
Q. Paid you $25.001 
A. Yes. 
Q. You would _lie from first to last for $25.00? 
A. I beg your. pardon 1 
Q. You would· lie about anything for $25.00 ¥ 
A. Not about anything. 
Q. But aboufthis thing you were willing to lie for $25.001 
A. From first to lasU 
page 60 ~ Q. Yes. 
A. In the Trial Board; not in this court. 
Q. You were willing to lie in your brotherhood from first 
to last for $25.001 
A. I didn't understand you. 
Q. You didn't care how big· a lie you told against both of 
these people, and they were to pay you $25.00'¥ 
A. You don't think I am lying now against them men for 
the sake of them, do you f 
Q. I haven't the right to tell you what I think. 
A. I have a right to tell you what I think. Is that what 
you mea.nY 
Q. I am asking you if you were willing to lie before your 
whole brotherhood against those two men for $25.00T 
A. In other words, I was paid to do it. Yes, sir, that is 
right. My brotherhood paid me to lie on my brothers. 
Q. And you were glad to do it f 
A. In a way of speaking, I was. 
Q. WhaU 
A. In a way of speaking, I was . 
. Q. Before they had the Trial Board meeting you made 
certain written reports to the Local, didn't you, as to what 
work yon were doing and what you found out, and signed 
them? 
page 61 ~ A. I was-
Q. Didn't you Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Here is one, isn't it f 
A. Let me see it. 
Q. The C. I. 0. was pretty active in Norfolk about f < 
time, was it not? 
A. Yes, sir, that is right. 
Q. And among your reports to your brotherhood you made 
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these reports and signed them and handed them in, clidn 't 
you, at the trial T 
A. I beg your pardon, no, sir, your Honor. These reports 
never go to the organization at all, Lawyer Martin. These 
reports, I turned them in to the private meetings to Sam Gal-
lop. He wanted ine to give them to him myself and no one 
else. 
Q. You gave them to Sam Gallop, who was the business 
agent? 
A. Yes, sir, at the secret meetings. 
Q. You signed them all, didn't you? 
A. I suppose so. That is right. 
Mr. Martin: I will put these in evidence and will have 
to read them to the jury. 
Note: Pa.pers heretofore referred to, six in number, w·ere 
read and marked "Exhibit B", to "Exhibit G", 
page 6~ ~ both inclusive. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. I notice underneath your signature on your report of 
July 5th, 1938, in print is "Leroy Harris". 
A. That is what I was looking at awhile ago. His name 
is Homer Jones. ~ 
Q. You sig11ed your own name T 
A. Yes, sir, I signed my own name. 
Q. When did you tell .Sharp that you had been lying on 
him? 
A. I told Sharp .I had been lying on him on the day the 
Union gave me si1eh a bad break and at the same time Sam 
Gallop told me he was goiilg to get even with me. Homer 
Jones resigned as recordhig secretary and treasurer, and 
your assistant takes yo\lr plac~ us·ually pro teni. until the 
election of officers, and I took it for granted, and when he 
got angry with me and told me he was going to get even with 
me, that is tlie break he gave me, and one discussion to an-
other, and I told him I wcis going to tell Sharp exactly I was 
lying on him and let the whole clock know about it, and Sam 
replies, ''You don't have to be so smart", and we discussed 
the heated argument and I goes away from him. 
Q. I understand you to say that when Sam Gallop gave you 
what you thought was a bad deal you decided to tell Shai.·p? 
A. I mentioned it to Sharp before the bad deal came up, 
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but I never told him I was going· to tell him. 
page 63 ~ Q. You mentioned it to Sharp before you had 
quarreled with Gallop! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did you tell him 1 
A. I told him I had some good news for him. 
Q. You told him you had some good news for him 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When was that? 
A. Before the resignation of Homer tT ones. 
Q. What was the position of Homer Jon.est 
A. Financial secretary and treasurer. 
Q. What was your position? 
A. Recording secretary. 
Q. You wanted to take Homer Jones' place? 
A. It is not, as a matter of fact, I wanted to take his place, 
but the principle of the thing. If I were your assistant and 
you should happen to drop out, re~ign, in my position, and 
Twas your assistant, I know more about it than anyone do. 
Q. You thought you ought to be promoted in the ordinary 
course? 
A. Yes. 
Q. To take the place of Homer .Jones? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And Gallop didn't think so? 
page 64 ~ A. No, sir, and R,icldick, and them there at the 
secret meetings. 
Q. They didn't want you to be· promoted f 
A. No, sir, because I didn't put in the minutes that them 
fellows was agitating C. I.' 0. 
· Q. You had not kept the minutes right, they said? 
A. Yes, sir, and that is when this-when Riddick told me 
in the Union Hall before we went to Harper's house that I 
was to succeed Homer Jones. 
Q. They said you could not keep the minutes·right and they 
didn't trust you with money Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. After that yon decided to tell Sharp how you had been 
lying on him? 
A. Yes. 
Q. About what date was that? 
A. That I told Sharp? 
Q. Yes. 
A. I can't remember, Mr. Martin. 
Q. What year was itY 
A. 1939. 
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Q. 19397 
A. Yes, sir, either in March, or within two months, I be-
lieve. 
page 65 ~ Q. Was it before or ·after you had been indicted 
for stealing from Riddick 1 
A. I was indicted afterwards. 
Q. When were you indicted Y 
A. July 17th, 1939. 
Q. Was it be£ ore or after that you told Sharp you had 
been lying on him? 
A. I told him before. 
Q. Before that T 
A. Before I was indicted. ..>' 
Q. How long befor~? 
A. I say either February or March. 
Q. When did you leave the Union? 
A. I left the Union-the rumor was around the dock that 
I stole money. That was on Saturday, April 14th. 
Q. April 14th, 1939? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. After the rumors that you had stolen money? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. w·m you give me again the names of those people that 
you said knew yon were framing and lying f Carter and 
Reid! 
A. Walter Carter-you mean the two fellows I lied about? 
Q. The people who knew you were framing up on them? 
A. Sam Gallop. 
page 66 ~ Q. Sam Gallop? 
A. James Riddick, vValter Carter, George Reid 
and Homer Jones. 
Q. Homer Jones T 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Homer Jones was the one who resigned and you wanted 
to get his place? 
A. That is right. It was not, as a matter of fact, I wanted 
to get it, but as I said before, the principle of it. 
Q. On principle you thought you were entitled to iU 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You were a man of principle and you would not lie 
against your brother T 
A. They were paying me to lie on the brothers. If they 
paid me to lie, I don't think they are any better than I am. 
That printed sheet you have there, there is a lot of stuff in 
tha.t sheet that somebody carried to New York to-the Atlantic 
Coast District. 
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Q. Which one ·are you talking about¥ 
A. I want~d ·to mention this before the Judge and jury, 
that part of· that, a lot has been aqded in that. 
Q. This one, 1 read to the jury T 
A. Yes, sir; a lot of stuff been added in this. "Then I 
signed the paper here-there is a lot of stuff been 
page 67 ~ added. Down at the bottom here, about the fourth 
line, wasn't anything· there when I signed the 
paper, and not only that~in other words, when I signed the 
paper I was working on the dock in the hold of the ship and 
somebody comes and gets me to sign papers. I don't read 
them because we was working and was busy. I just signed 
the paper without reading it, and there is a lot of things 
in there that really was not said by me, and I clidil 't type 
this anyway. 
Q. Yon signed it 6l 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You say on the first page at the bottom-· 
A. Yes. 
Q. About four lines have been added t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That would be these four lines, '' And myself were sit-
ting, h'e called Sharp out to speak to hiin. I then got lip and 
went out behind them, he told Sharp to be at his hons~ at 
seven-thirty that night, Sharp then left Pugh and I talking. 
Pugh told me to be around his home the same time and bring 
Matt." 
A. That is right. 
Q. That was added? 
A. Can't you turn over and read a little from tl1e other 
side! 
page 68 ~ Q. The last word on the last line is "Matt", for 
Matthew? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the ''hew'', is on the next page 1 . 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And it reads, "I did that and found Hart, a man who 
is connected with the C. I. 0." Is that added? 
A. Yes, sir. In other words, I don't understand how my 
name was on there, to be frank, because there is a lot of 
things in that printing I di.dn 't write myselt It was typed 
by Homer Jones, and I could sign my name to it on a blank 
sheet. Do yon understand that? Q. Did you sign your name on a blank sheet Y 
A. That is what I called you back for, because I just can't 
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recall, because somebody brought it to me. Here is the hatch 
here, and I wrote it on the side of the ship and not paying 
attention. 
Q. Did you sign a blank sheet t 
A. I say I can't remember. 
Q. Do you claim you signed a blank sheet f 
A. I say I can't remember whether I signed a blank sheet 
or printed out. 
Q. You tell the jury that the four lines on the bottom 
of the page were added after you signed it! 
A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. And I think you said some had been added at 
page 69· ~ the top of the second page f 
A. Yes. If you don't mind, this part here, '' I 
did that and found Hart, . a man who iff connected with the 
C. I. 0. He spoke of the benefits derived from the C. I. 0. 
and what it would mean to the men. Since we· did not have 
many fellows at the meeting we adjourned shortly". 
Q. Was that on there? 
A. The first beginning I admit was on there. 
Q. You admit it was on there! 
A. Yes, sir. This was on here, and here is· part, '' On 
the 20th of July I was at a meeting on Dunbar Street. I 
found Sharp there. There was a general discussion that 
night on the merits of the C. I. 0. In conclusion I must say 
I have found William Manley .Sharp and Matthew J ohnsori 
strong factors and boosters of the C. I. 0. movement on the 
piers of the Merchants & Miners Trans. Company in Nor-
folk, :Virginia''. A lot of this stuff was copied off the papers 
there and they have got all the papers together and printed 
it on here, but the things they have got here on the 20th of 
July is not on the papers, and you can show it to the jury. 
"In conclusion," that is not on my paper. You can look 
through them papers, and you would see it. That little para-
graph right there-
Q. The last paragraph was added in after you signed it 1 
A. That is right. 
page 70 ~ Q. And the last four lines on the first page f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: I will show it to the jury. The last word 
on the :first line is a ]1alf word "Matt", and the balance of 
the word is shown on the next page, and the four lines are 
not a whole sentence. 
By Mr. Martin : 
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Q. Where do you work now f 
A. Powell-McClellan Lumber Company, 2030 Lafayette 
Boulevard, drive a truck. . 
Q. vVhen did you first sec Sharp's lawyers about this case? 
A. ·when I first saw them? 
Q. Yes. 
A. In other words, I didn't exactly see them myself-yes, 
I saw them, but Sharp asked me to come dow:n, since I was 
going to be up on the case, and I returned the rotten break, 
I was going to return the same rotten break that they throwed 
to me. I throw stone for stone, and I went to them with 
Sharp myself. 
Q. And you came down here to give a rotten deal because 
you had gotten one T 
A. Yes, I am telling the truth about this thing. 
Q. You are telling the truth today Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. This is the first time you have told the truth? 
page 71 ~ A. I am not pa.id to lie in this case, but in the 
other case I was paid to lie. 
Q. If you had been offered $26.00 to lie today you would 
have done iU 
A. I have been offered money to go to New York and not 
testify, but I wouldn't do it. 
By :M:r. Merrill : 
Q. One thing is true, that we haven't paid you for testi-
fying previously against anybody, have we T 
A. No, sir. 
Q. We haven't offered you a penny? 
A. No, sir. 
Mr. Drewry: May it please the Court, will ·yon give us 
about a five minute recess? 
The Court : Yes. 
Note: After a short recess the ease continued. 
Mr. Martin: Come back here a minute, please, Upshur. 
page 72 ~. LOUIS UPSHUR (col.), 
recalled, testified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Martin: 
Q. There was one more paper I don't think I showed you 
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which I believe is in your handwriting. I want to put it in 
evidence. This is your handwriting, isn't iU 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Here is one place here1 which has been added in, John 
Layne? · · 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That is your handwritingt 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You wrote it with, a different .pen, but it is your hand-
writingt . -
A. The pen probably leaked, or something. 
. . . 
Mr. Martin: I put this in evidence and read it to the jury. 
Note: The paper was read and marked "Exhibit H". 
page 73} MATTHEW JOHNSON (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the plaintiff, testified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Drewry:,. 
Q. You are Matthew Johnson? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know William Sharp 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you been working at the Merchants & 
Miners, or how long did you work for them? When did 
~s~t . 
A. I worked for the Merchants & Miners, as near as I can 
judge, around six or seven years, between six and seven years. 
Q. Did Sharp work there during that time? 
A.. Yes, sir. He was there when I came there to work. 
Q. Has Sharp ever talked to you about the C. I. 0. t 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Has he ever attended meetings at your house f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Ha.ve there been any 0. I. 0. meetings held at your 
house? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you ever hold any or were any ever held at your 
house at all t 
A. No meetings at my house at all. 
Q. Did you ever attend a C. I. 0. meeting? 
A. No, sir. . 
page 74} Q. Were you satisfied to be with the union you 
had here, with the A. F. of L. and its affiliations? 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were you satisfied with Gallop as business agent, or 
did you want Sharp Y 
A. I was always in favor of the man I had worked with 
and known.. ·· 
Q. What(_· 
A. I was always in favor of the man I had worked with, 
Brother Sharp, from the ti.me I had been there, and this man, 
Brother Gallop, I had known of him for years and known_ 
he had never been much of a working man, around the work-
ing class of people, and I knew Brother Sharp from that 
time until they expelled me from the Union. 
Q. Was there some talk around the piers that when elec-
tion came up in 1938 Sharp would be a. candidate for busi-
ness agentT 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you campaign for him T 
A. I didn't have anything to say concerning the matter 
but the boys liad been talking, different members, about the 
man that had been there on the dock for several years. They 
were there when I come there, and they say, "Vle know a man 
that would make a better business agent, a man that knows 
about the work, more than a man that don't know 
page 75 ~ anything about it, about the work, and they had 
been talking to one another. 
Q. And you thought the man who knew about the work 
was Sharp! 
Mr. Martin: I object to leading. 
By Mr. Drewry: 
Q. Whom did you have in mind? 
A. We all decided we would appoint Brother Sharp as busi-
ness agent at the time of the beginning of the first meeting. 
At the ti.me we had the next me-eting we didn't exactly under-
stand how or what about, but something come uo, and when 
they made the motion on the floor at night before we had 
organized, we had just had a meeting and called for a busi-
ness agent, and nobody didn't make any effort for Brother 
Sam Gallop, only two men made a motion-I think three men. 
Three men made the first motion for Brother Sam Gallop. 
Q. Were you at the Trial Board hearing at the time Sharp 
was tried before the Committee Y 
A. I was. 
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Q. Were Gallop and Riddick there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who testified against Sharp t 
A. This fell ow they called Preacher. I don't know him by 
name. 
Q. Was it Harped 
.A.. Harper. We call him Preacher. I was 
page 76 } never-he had not been here long. 
Q. Who else testified Y · 
A. Harper-
Q. Did Louis Upshur testify? 
A. If I am not mistaken, I believe Louis Upshur a.nd 
Harper. 
Q. Louis Upshur and Harper! 
A. Testified against Brother Sharp. If I am not mistaken, 
I think they was the only two. 
Q. Do you remember who was on the Trial Board 1 
A. I could not call them all by name because some of 
these :fellows was from different docks and didn't exactly 
work with us, but split up. There was one or two special 
from the dock we worked on. 
Q. Did you, yourself, ever attend a C. I. 0. meeting! 
A. No, sir, never been to a C. I. 0. meeting in my life and 
never known where one was held at. 
CR.OSS EXAl\HNATION. 
B:y Mr. Martin : 
Q. You were present at the Trial Board when they tried you 
and .Sharp, were you? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Upshur testified against both of you, didn't he? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 77 } Q. I think you said there was another man, 
whose name you gave, I believe Harper Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And he testified against both? 
A. No, be didn't testify ag·ainst me. He didn't know any-
thing about me. 
Q. He just testified against Sharp and not against you? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Riddick, the president, who sits by me, was not present, 
was heY 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. He was present at the Trial Board Y 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Q. He was not on the Trial Board¥ 
A. No, sir, he was not on the Trial Board. 
Q. But in the room? 
A. He was sitting in the president's chair where he be-
longed. 
Q. You have brought suit against these same defendants, 
haven't you, that is no,v pending in this court but not yet 
tried? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. A similar suit to Sharp's? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 78 r Q. You and Sharp got Mr. W. ,v. Old to repre-
sent you, didn't you¥ 
A. W.W. Old? 
Q. Yes, to see about your appeaU 
A. Who, Lawyer-
Q. Lawyer Old. 
A. I did see another lawyer. I disremember whose name it 
was. I went to see another lawyer. I disremember whether 
his name was Old or what his name was. 
Q. ,vmiam w. Old? 
A. I went to see a lawyer, but I could not exactly say what 
his name was because I was appointed to see him. 
Q. You were appointed to see him by yourself and Sharp, 
were you? 
A. No, sir, Sha.rp didn't recommend me to go to see Mr. 
Old. He was recommended by another white man, a friend 
of mine, to take the case up. 
Q. He recommended :Mr. Old 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: I will offer this letter in evidence. It is a 
copy, gentlemen. 
Note: The letter was marked "Exhibit I". 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. You have been convicted of a felony? 
A. Have H 
page 79 t Q. YOU have been convicted of a felony, a year 
and a day? 
Mr. Drewry: He probably doesn't know wh.at you. mean. 
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By Mr. Martin: 
Q. You have been convicted of a penitentia.ry offense and 
given a year and a day? 
A. No, sir. I am down on the City Home now under the 
charge of fighting. 
Q. Where did you come from toda.y T 
A. Down at the City Home. 
Mr. Merrill: I think Mr. Martin's client must have known 
he was not charged with a felony but charged with :fighting 
over his wife and he cut a man, and they sent him down to 
the City Farm. 
Mr. Martin: I understood it was a felony. I didn't know. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: · 
·Q. You are down at the City Farm?. 
A. Sir? 
Q. You are down at the City Farm? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How old are you Y 
A. Forty-four years old. 
page 80 ~ Q. Have you ever had any charge placed against 
you before this cutting affair! .. . 
A. N~, sir. 
Mr. Martin: I would like to finish my examination. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. Where have you worked-
The Court: Mr. Martin said he had not finished his exami-
nation. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. Was an indictment found against you by the Grand Jury 
for cutting somebody? 
A. Yes, sir, fighting. 
Q. In what court? 
A. In Judge Goode 's. 
Q. You were tried in Judge Goode 's Court, were you not? 
A. I was tried in Judge Goode's Court. 
Q. When? 
A. I think it has been-the fourth Monday-it was in the 
month of October, I think. · 
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Q. October,. 1940Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
James Pugh (col.). 
Q . .About three months ago Y 
A. About three months ago. 
Q. For cutting a man Y 
A. 'J'hat is right. 
page 81 r .Q . ." The jury found you guilty! 
··A . . That is right. 
Q~ How._ ~uch sentence was put on you 1 
A. One· y~~t d $1.00 fine. Q. One year nd $1.00 fine Y 
A. Yes, sir 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. :Merrill: 
Q. One yea.r in jail? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Where were you born, Johnson 1 
A. In Norfolk. 
Q. And this is the first time you have been charged ·with 
any crime? . 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You cut a. man because you caught him with your wife r 
A. Yes, sir, and never been tried for no :fighting or cutting 
before. 
Q. Have you been a hard working man all of these years f 
A. Yes, sir, worked all of my life, and I can prove the dif-
ferent places I have worked. . _ 
Q. Johnson, since you have been down on the Prison Farm 
. . you have been made a trusty, have you? 
page 82 ~ A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is any guard here today with you at all f 
A. No, sir. 
JAMES PUGB: (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the plaintiff, testified as follows : 
Examined by Mr. Merrill: 
Q. '!1alk to these gentlemen over here. ,v1rnt is your name! 
A. James Pugh. 
Q. Where do you live¥ 
A. 305 East Olney Road. _ 
Q. For what company do you work now? 
A. Eastern Steamship Company. 
Samuel A. Gallop and Jas. Riddick v. Wm. M. Sharp. 55 
James Pugh (col.). 
Q. How long have yon worked for the Eastern Steamship 
Lines? 
A. I began working there in 1935. 
Q. You are a longshoreman Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Where did yon work before you went to the Eastern Y 
page 83 ~ 
Q. And 
Miners? 
A. The P. & N. 
Q. What? 
A. The P. & N., Philadelphia & Norfolk Line. 
before that did you work at the Merchants & 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long did yon work there as a longshoreman f 
A. Around fourteen years. 
Q. How long have you been a longshoreman 7 
A. About thirty years. 
Q. When you worked on the Merchants & Miners doc.ks 
did yon know Sharp Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. He worked there at that time 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Down on the Eastern piers, does your Local there be-
long to either the A. F. of L. or the C. I. 0. T 
A. No, unaffiliated. 
Q. Did Sharp ever attend a meeting at your home of any 
kind? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. At any time? 
A. At no time. 
Q. A C .. I. 0. meeting or an A. F. of L. meeting, or any 
kind of meeting? 
page 84 ~ A. No kind of meeting. 
Q. Have you ever been present at any meet-
ing which Sharp attended Y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Are you president of the local down there? 
A. I am president of the Local Association No. 1293, un-
affiliated. 
Q. You are quite sure that if your Local wanted to go in the 
C. I. 0. they would be very glad to get them, aren't you¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: I object to leading. 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. Your association is not affiliated with either the Ameri-
can Federation of Lahor-
A. No, sir. 
Q. Nor the C. I. 0.? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You are not a member of the Local that Riddick is presi-
dent of at alU 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Not affiliated with that? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Nor of the C. I. 0.? 
A. No, sir. 
page 85 ~ RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. The Eastern makes a contract with Local No. 1293, 
unaffiliated V 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That is your Local? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you put men to work there whether they are C. I. 0. 
or American Federation of Labor f 
A. res, sir. 
Q. But they have to belong to your Local! 
A. Yes, sir. 
WILLI.AM M. SHA.RP (col.), 
the plaintiff, recalled, testified as follows : 
Examined by Mr. Merrill: 
Q. Sharp, you heard :Mr. Martin read these so-called re-
ports of Upshur. Is there a. word of truth in any of them, 
as far as you know¥ 
page 86 ~ A. Not one word of truth in one of the papers, 
lies, the biggest I ever heard and that is the truth. 
Mr. Merrill: The plaintiff rests, your Honor. 
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GEORGE REID (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as follows : 
Examined by Mr. Martin: 
Q. Your name is George Reid, isn't it Y 
· A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How old are you and where do you live Y 
A. I live in Berkley, and I am fifty-one years o)d at the 
present time. · 
Q. Where do you work Y 
A. Work for the Merc.hants & Miners. 
Q. How long have you been working there? 
A. Six years. 
page 87 ~ Q. Were you chairman of the Trial Board of 
seven of the Local Union that tried Sharp? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you preside as chairman of that Trial Board com-
posed of seven at the trial¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When you had that trial did you try to cheat or do 
anything wrong, or anything of that kind in the triaU 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you listen to the evidence, or not? 
A. I listened to the evidence very carefully. 
Q. Did you, or not, give Sharp a chance to testify and give 
his side of the case? 
A. Yes, sir. He did testify. 
Q. Was there anything crooked about that trial, as far as 
you know? 
A. No, sir, there wasn't anything crooked. 
Q. Did you have anything against Sharp or against John-
son at all? 
A. No, sir. . 
Q. Did the Trial Board of seven agree or disagree i 
A. They agreed. 
Q. What? 
A. They agreed to the evidence. 
Q. Were the seven on the Trial Board split; or noU 
A. No, sir, all seven agreed to the evidence. 
page 88 ~ Q. Was there any attempt by anyone to influence 
you or to make you do wrong on that Trial Board Y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did Sam Gallop or James Riddick try to get you to 
frame up, or anything of that kind, in that trial? 
A. No, sir. 
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Q. Was there any crookedness in that Trial Board by those 
seven, as far ~s. you know! 
A. No, sir.· 
Q. Were yo11;-appointed for that trial or were you the regu-
larly appoj11:ted chairman? 
A. I was.-the regular chairman of the Trial Board in that 
Local. 
Q. And ready to try anybody? 
A. Ready to try anybody who would come who had violated 
the laws that was in our jurisdiction. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. You say you have worked at the Merchants & Miners 
five years Y 
A. Six years. 
Q. That is, up to the present time, of course f 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 89 ~ Q. Sharp was there when you went there to work 
at the Merchants & Miners? 
A. I found him there when I went there. 
Q. You say you were permanent chairman of the Trial 
Board. When were you appointed? 
A. I was appointed in the beginning of the Trial Board 
in this Local. 
Q. When were you appointed f 
A. I was appointed chairman of the Trial Board, I think, 
as near as I can get to it now, about four years ago. 
Q. Were you appointed in 1937 or 1938 f 
A. I think it was in 1937. 
Q. How long before these cl1arges were brought against 
Sharp and Johnson f 
A. I don't know how long the charges had been against 
them, but I know when the charges were put forth to me. 
Q. How long had you been chairman of the Trial Board 
before those charges had been brought? 
A. I don't think there was any charges in this Trial Boa rd 
before I was chairman. 
Q. You were appointed chairman of the Trial Board by 
Riddick? 
A. No, sir. I was appointed chairman of the Trial Board 
by the organization and president also. 
Q. vVhoY 
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page 90 ~ A. And the president also. They appointed me 
chairman of the Trial Board. 
Q. Who appointed you f 
A. The president. 
Q. What is his name f 
A. R.iddick, James Riddick. 
Q. Very well. So Riddick, as president of the Local, ap-
pointed you ehairman of the Trial Board¥ 
A. Yes. 
Q. And also appointed the other members of the Trial 
Boardf 
A. No, sir. I called these members myself. They were 
members of this Local and I picked men who I thought was 
honest, called them to be members of the Trial Board. 
Q. Have you ever been convicted of a felony? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And served time in the penitentiary¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who suggested to you the names of the members or 
the Trial Boa.rd f 
A. The names was picked out to act on the Trial Board in 
the Local by the president suggesting these fellows he thought 
would be honest in the trial-in trying of anybody who would 
violate any rules in the Local. 
Q. So the president actually selected the members of the 
Trial Board 1 
page 91 r A. Yes, sir. 
Q. The charges ag·ainst Sharp and J olmson were 
the :first charges heard against anybody? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You had just been appointed. Did you furnish counsel 
for Sharp¥ 
A. I g·ive him time to get his counsel, anyone he w-ished 
to get. 
Q. When did you give him time? 
A. When he had been summoned to appear before the Trial 
Board. 
Q. At the Trial Board hearing, after Upshur had testified 
that Sharp here had attended C. I. 0. meetings at the home 
of James Pugh, didn't Sharp ask you to give him time to 
bring James Pugh there¥ 
A. We give him plenty of time. 
Q. How much time did you give him? 
A. I know he had over a month's time to bring anyone he 
wished to tes!ify in his behalf, but he never did. 
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Q. Had Pugh's name ever been mentioned at all in this 
matter until the Trial Board hearing¥ 
A. Pugh's name was mentioned durh1g the time he was 
being tried. 
Q. At that time was it in the morning, afternoon, or night 
that he was being tried? 
page 92 ~ A. It was in the afternoon. 
Q. That afternoon was the :first time Pugh's 
name had been mentioned. W'hen Pugh's name was men-
tioned by Upshur, didn't Sharp then ask you to continue 
the matter so that he could get Pugh there? 
A. No, sir, he didn't. 
Q. Upshur also testified that Sharp had attended meetings 
on Dunbar Street without giving the number, didn't he f 
A. He did. 
Q. Didn't Sharp suggest that the committee adjourn and 
let Upshur find the number of the house in which he was sup-
posed to be meeting so that he could bring those people down 
there? 
A. He did not. 
Q. He didn't ask you to do that at all¥ 
A. No, sir, he clidn 't. 
Q. Did you know that Louis Upshur was to be paid to 
give his testimony f 
A. I didn't. 
Q. You learned it later, didn't you Y 
A. No, I didn't know it until the present time. 
Q. vV ere you present when th~ Local voted to pay him! 
A. I didn't know anything about the Local payiug him 
anything at all. His evidence came and I took 
page 93 ~ his evidence as loyal to this Local. 
Q. What! 
A. I took his evidence as a loyal member to this Local. 
Q. You didn't know then he was to be paid t 
A. I didn't. 
Q. Do you know that he has been paid? 
A. I don't know now. 
Q. Don't you know the Local paid him Y 
A. I don't. 
Q. Were you present as chairman of the Trial Board when 
the Trial Board reported its :findings to the Local? 
A. I did. 
Q. On that very night, after you reported your findings, 
didn't the Local appropriate $25.00 to pay Louis Upshur? 
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A. If they did they did it out of my knowledge. I didn't 
know anything about it. 
Q. You were there? 
A. I was at the Local during the time of the Trial Board, 
but I went home. If the Local did anything otherwise about 
paying anybody, I don't know anything about it. 
Q. And from that date until this you have never heard that 
the Local paid Louis Upshur $25.00? 
A. No, I haven't. 
Q. Did Upshur discuss his testimony with you before the 
hearing! 
page 94 ~ A. No, he didn't. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
BY Mr. Martin : 
··Q. You were asked if you had been in the penitentiary Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were you in the penitentiary for stealing, or anything 
of that kind? 
A. I was in there for a man trying to kill me and I even-
tuallv killed him. 
Q. ·You got five years Y 
A. Seven years. 
Q. You were given seven years for killing a man Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you been in Norfolk now? 
A. I have been back now ever since 1925 and all of my citi-
zenship restored back to me four years after I was home. 
Q. The Government gave your citizenship back? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you know when you were trying this matter that 
Upshur was not telling the truth t 
A. I didn't know whether he was telling the truth, or not, 
but I taken it for granted that he was telling the truth. 
page 95 ~ RE-CR.OBS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Merrill : 
·Q. Reid, in addition to being chairman of the Trial Board 
you were vice-president of the Local, were you? 
A. Once I was. 
Q. At the time these charges were reported to the Local 
you were vice-president of the LocaU 
A. Yes. 
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Q. As vice-president you had to remain in your chair until 
that meeting adjourned, didn't yon? 
A. No, sir: This Trial Board meeting was prior to our 
regular me~ting. 
Q. When the Trial Board reported its findings to the Local 
you were vice-president of the Local? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When it took action yon were vice-president of the 
Localf 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You say you didn't know they paid Louis Upshur be-
cause if they did it you were not there f 
A. Honestly I didn't know it. If they paid him I didn't 
know it and if they didn't pay I didn't know it. I haven't 
heard anything about it and nobody told me they paid him. 
Q. .A.re you on the Board of Trustees? 
page 96 ~ .A.. Sir T 
Q. Are yon on the Board of Trustees f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Were yon at a subsequent meeting of the Local at whiclt 
the minutes were read out f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Yon didn't hear the minutes read that they had paid 
him $25.00T 
A. No. 
Q. It had been a matter of discussion that the Local had 
paid him money, hadn't it? 
A. If they paid him it was not to my knowledge. 
By Mr. ]\fa rtin : 
Q. You say you were made chairman of the Trial Board 
some four years ago and appointed by the president and body, 
too? 
A. Yes. 
Q. I didn't understand that. How do they appoint a ehair-
man T 
A. They appoint a chairman up there by asking the body 
if they could put np a. man as chairman of the Board that 
they think would bring forth any man who would violate 
any laws down in that Local, and the president appointed me 
as chairman and tI1e Local also made a vote on it. 
Q .. They took a vote on it? 
page 97 ~ A. Yes, sir. 
Q. After he named you 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. You have got on your Board so many men from each 
dock according to the by-laws¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you select them? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. As soon as you are appointed? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And those seven men are ready to try anybody? 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. Of course, you didn't know the men working on the 
other docks who were elected for the Trial Board? 
A. I knew them when they were at the meeting. 
Q. How long have you known Sam Gallop? 
A. Since I was working on the Merchants & Miners. 
Q. You didn't know him before? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. How long have you lived in Norfolk? 
A. All of my life. 
page 98 r Q. And didn't know Sam Gallop? 
A. No, sir. At times I used to run around, and 
some months I was home and sometimes I would be away. 
Q. Would you have to run away from Uncle Sam! 
A. No. 
Q. Have you ever known him to work anywhere but the 
Merchants & Miners? 
A. When I was working there he was working on the Mer-
chants & Miners. 
By Mr. Martin : 
Q. You were asked if you knew Sam Gallop before you 
saw him at the Merchants & Miners. How many members in 
your Local Y 
A. How many? 
Q. How many? 
.A. In the Local I know around about-
Q. I mean how many people are on the roll, how many 
members belong to it? 
A. As near as I can get at it, around about three or four 
hundred. 
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page 99 ~ WALTER CARTER (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as 
follows: 
Examined by Mr. Martin: 
Q. Your name is ·waltcr Carter, isn't it? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How old are you and where do you live? 
A. My age-I am fifty-two years old, and I live at 59 Hob-
son Street, Portsmouth, Virginia. 
Q. How long have you been living in Portsmouth and 
vicinity? 
A. I have been living in the City of Portsmouth since 
October 13th, 1924. 
Q. W11ere do you work 1 
A. For the Merchants & Miners Transportation Company. 
Q. How long have you been working there? 
A. I have been working there twenty-seven years, in other 
words, since 1913. 
Q. Were you one of the seven on the Trial Board that 
tried William M. Sharp? 
A. I was. 
Q. Did you do anything dishonest or know of anything 
dishonest in that trial? 
A. I certainly didn't. 
Q. Did you have any agreement that Upshur was to falsify 
his evidence? 
page 100 ~ A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you frame up with Upshur to have a 
false trial? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you frame up with anybody to hurt Sharp? 
A. No, sir. Since you injected Upshur in there, if you 
would allow me to explain in detail I will try to do it, if you 
have got the time. 
Q. That is entirely all right. 
A. At the first outset of any misunderstanding or any 
irregularity which was brought to my attention that alleged 
the men was seeking to break the organization up or turn it 
into another organization, I was inclined to disbelieve it, and 
so it went on from a meeting or two and at the time there 
was a committee appointed, or a Trial Board appointed, and 
at the time it was designa.ted the place where to meet. At 
that time Mr. Upshur and Mr. Harper was called to testify 
against Brother Sharp, that brother over there. 
Q. Sharp? 
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A. Yes, sir. l am a man that tries to be fair with. every-
body. When it was to be tried I asked or said, '' Brother 
Sharp, we are going to try you fair-
Q. A little louder. 
A. '' Bro·ther Sharp, we want to try you fair and we want 
to try 984 fair. Have you got anything against any uf these 
men? Do you believe any of them has got any-
page 101 ~ thing· against you?'' 
Q. Against what men? . 
A. I asked him did he have anything against the Board 
or in his position was there any man he wanted to take off. 
He looked the Board over and said, ''No. I have looked the 
Boa.rd over," and he said, "I know all of them and believe 
they will give me a fair trial". After some discussion he 
was questioned at length by the business agent, who is the 
man sitting behind you, and he saicl, "You know I am plan-
ning to bring a man in here to disqualify your statement". 
Later the man known as Loud Speaker, and I understand his 
name is Upshur, was brought in and he went on and testified 
against Sharp. He went on to swear to tell the truth. 
Q. Did he hold up his hand to tell the truth? Did you 
swear him? 
A. Yes, sir, he held up his hand that he would tell the 
truth and nothing but the truth about the man. It went on 
and after the trial was over, the Trial Board met later, after 
the trial was over, and dec.ided that he was guilty and that 
there was not any doubt about his guilt because the things 
he was accused of he admitted most of. There is another 
fellow in there known as B. W. Harper. Harper told some 
things on him, and the things Harper told on him was the 
statement that he approached Harper and told Harper, accord-
ing to Harper's testimony, that the thing to do 
page 102 r wa.s to swing the Local into something else. Har-
per said, ''You talk crazy. As big as 984 is, 
which is the largest working labor union in the City of Nor-
folk, you would not have a chance". He said, "No, you could 
not do it as a whole. The only way to do it is to get them 
one bv one". "Take one man a.t each dock and convince him, 
and we get that man and go and convince some more and by 
doing that we will get them all, but we would not have a 
chance to swing them all at once." Now, mostly what ma.de 
me believe the brother was intending to do that, he admitted 
it himself, and then after he made suc.h statements that Up-
shur had told on the stand he said he was going to bea.t 
Upshur for that, and about Harper, he said, "I am going to 
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get you''. He was perfectly satisfied with the trial he had 
and seemed to be satisfied by the verdict, but he said he was 
going to put Harper in jail if he had to pawn his shirt off 
his back. Nobody thought he was mad with anybody but 
Harper an.ff Upshur. I began to talk to him, ''Brother, none 
of these men, -is mad with yon and you should not be mad 
with them They a1·e your brothers and told the truth and 
you are guilty. You are still our brother and we are still 
trying to support you, but you should not get mad". He 
said, "I am going to put him in jail", or somethin~~- He said,. 
"I am going to put him in jail if I have to pawn the shirt off 
my back". Now, coming to Brother Upshur, Brother Sharp 
was suspended and stayed suspended at least three months 
or longer before we ever heard about Brother 
page 103 } Harper-Brother Upshur. 
Q. Upshur? 
A. Upshur changing his testimony. Now, the time Brother 
Upshur changed his testimony, the first time I knew about 
it, in ·the f a.ll it comes up for election of officers. We had a 
young man named Homer M. Jones. He at that time was 
secretary. When they first started out I was treasurer and 
he was secretary, so that job was arranged in to the· secretary-
treasurer job and Homer had that job. Well, after Brother 
Homer got a call from the Post-Office Department, Upshur 
was assistant sec.retary, and l1e said he felt like he ought to 
have that job. I felt like in a sense he should have it and I 
felt in a sense he should not have it. My objection to Upshur,. 
and I didn't tell the men in the Local at that time, and there 
was four hundred and some, a.nd I dicln 't tell the men in 
there until I had talked to him myself, and I taken him down 
there and talked, because everybody that knows me knows if 
I have got something against a man I tell him myself. I 
said I didn't believe he carried weight enough, but I didn't 
go and tell the brothers. The thing I had against him when 
I taken him down to the dock, I said, "Brother Upshur, you 
have got plenty of education for it, but any man represent-
ing me especially before white people, I want him to be a 
man that can demand a certain amount of respect from any-
body". I said, "You can't demand respect from 
page 104 ~ white men''. He said he can demand it. On the 
clock where you work you have to deal with the 
general agent, the chief stevedore and the loC'al stevedore and 
they a.re different men. I have been down there from time 
to time and heard llim holler out there, would holler from one 
encl of the clock to the other, and tell the men-excuse the 
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expression-to kiss his behind, and different things like that, 
and where his boss man might not say nothing to him, he was 
not the right man for it. 
Q. You need not go into so much detail. You were not 
in favor of his getting the place Homer had? 
A. That is right. 
Mr. Martin: Answer these gentlemen, then. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. Are you the one known a.s Preacher ·f 
A. No, sir, I am not the preacher. I belong to clmrcl1 and 
goes to my own church. 
Q. You wanted to give Sharp a fair triaH 
A. Yes, sir. I did give him one. 
Q. If you wanted to give him a fair trial why did you not 
tell him you had been attending some secret meetings at-
tended by Samuel Gallop, James Riddick, yourself, Homer 
Jones, B. VV. Harper and Louis Upshur? ·why didn't you 
tell him ·thaU 
A. He was aware of the fact. He was aware of the fact 
that there was a committee appointed to investi-
page 105 ~ gate these activities. 
Q. He wast 
A. Sure, he was aware of it. 
Q. And that committee had been appointed and appointed 
by whom? 
A. No one capable of appointing the committee but the 
president. 
Q. Did the president a point the committee¥ 
A. Yes, sir, he did. 
Q. Have you the minutes of the Local? 
A. I think so. 
Q. We will call for them. If that committee was appointed 
at a meeting of the Local why were secret meetings held"? 
A. There was no secret meetings, nothing about it secret. 
Q. Where did you meet f 
A. We met at the hall, 834 Princess Anne Road-I mean 
.8rambleton A venue. 
Q. Do you mean to tell this court and jury that this secret 
committee that was meeting there was appointed by the presi-
dent at a meeting of that Local? 
A. I do. 
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Q. Then you say you were on tl1e committee to investigate? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 106 ~ Q. Also you were on the Trial Board? 
A. Yes. 
Q. I assume that Upshur had reported to your investigating 
committee what he had found against Sharp, hadn't he? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you tell Sharp that Upshur had been ·reporting to 
your committee these things 1 
A. He knew them because ·we was all working together 
there. He knew it. 
Q. He knew what? 
A. We was all working- tog·ether and he knew it, working 
on the dock together f 
Q. V\7 orking where f 
A. We was all working on the :Merchants & Miners dock 
together and Brother Sharp knew it. 
Q. Did you ever tell Sharp this committee was holding 
meetings and that Louis Upshur was making reports to it in-
volving Sharp? 
A. When you say meetings you arc referring-you mean 
things in general conversation? Is that a meeting? There 
was two meetings, one meeting for the committee to investi-
gate to see whether there was grounds, and then the Trial 
Board meeting. 
Q. You know very well I am not ref erring to 
page 107 ~ those meetings? 
A. Yes, Sharp knew. ,v11en the Trial Boa rd 
was appointed in open meeting, this Trial Board then decided 
to meet a.nd decided it was the convenientest time for us to 
get together, because some work in one place and some in 
another place, so any certain time it is almost impossible to 
get all the working men, so to speak, ,vorking at different 
places, together at the same time. ·we had to get them when 
it was convenient for all parties concerned, the majority of 
them. 
Q. Are you through? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. The committee the president appointed was the Trial 
Board, the committee you are referring to; is that right? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. I am not talking about the meetings of the Trial Board 
committee. I am talking about the meetings that were held 
at the home of Harper on Den~art Street, attended by Sam 
Gallop, who was not on the Trial Board, attended by ,Tames 
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Riddick, not on the Trial Board, Homer· Jones, who was not 
on the Trial Board, B. ,v. Harper, who was not on the Trial 
Board, but testified, and Louis Upshur. You attended them, 
didn't you ¥ 
A. I attended one night, happened to be there once. 
Q. Only one? 
page 108 ~ A. I think so. 
Q. YOU think SO? 
A. I think once is all. 
Q. You knew about the meetings? 
A. Sure. 
Q. They were secret meetings? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. How did you happen to go? 
A. How did I happen to got 
Q. Yes. 
A. They decided when the Trial Board was to get together, 
and it was inconvenient at that time for us all to get off at 
the same time that we said, "We will meet around to Har-
p?1·'s. '' nncl we met around there. 
Q. I think you said awhile ago that the Trial Board was 
appointed shortly before you heard the charges? 
A. I beg your pardon; the Trial Board was appointed 
when? 
Q. Shortly before you heard the charges against Sharp and 
.Johnson. 
A. The Trial Board was appointed before then? 
Q. Yes. 
A. Just after then 1 
Q .• Just disregard the question. If it is true that this meet-
ing at Harper's home was for the purpose see-
page 109 ~ ing when the Trial Boa.rd was to get together, 
w·hy was it Homer Jones was there T Was he a 
member of the Trial Board? 
A. No, sir, secretary. 
Q. w·hy was it that James Riddick was there? Was he 
a member? 
A. No, sir. He is president of the organization. 
Q. How about B. W. Harper; what was he doing there? 
A. That was his home, you just now said. 
Q. vVhy did you meet there? 
A. Because it was more convenient. 
Q. Where were your local headquarters at that time? 
A. 834 Brambleton A venue. 
Q. Right down here near Church Street? 
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1¥ alter Carter (col.). 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Right on your way home from work at the Merchants 
& Minersf 
A. I don't go home _that way. I go an opposite way when 
I go home. . _· 
Q. You say Sh,arp·a,dmitted before the Trial Board that he 
was guilty T . . 
A. He admitted 11e made those statements. 
Q. He did? 
A. He did. 
Q. Do you have the report of the Trial connnittee to the 
Local 1 
page 110 ~ A. I think the secretary lrns it. 
Mr. Merrill: I would like to have that report, please, 1\fr. 
Martin. 
Mr. Martin: If I can find it I will bring it after lunch. 
Mr. Merrill: Also the minutes of the Local. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. At this meeting you attended at Harper's home, did 
Louis Upshur make a report there? 
A. No, he didn't make a report. He said he w·as satis-
fied that the brother was doing something that would be dis-
respectful to the organization. 
Q. Did you know Louis Upshur was being paid money to 
testify against these people? 
A. I didn't, and I don't think yet he was being paid at 
that time. 
Q. What? 
A. I don't think so. 
Q. vY as he pa.id any money after everything was cleared 
up in the Local f 
A. If you want to know about the money, different brother8 
commented on the work that was done to clear up on the 
activity-are you listening to me¥ 
Q. Yes. 
A. Different ones commented at the Local at 
page 111 ~ its reg11Iar meeting. Different ones commented 
on the work done to clear this up, a.nd then it was 
asked this brother did he charge anything and he said no, 
he didn't. He said, ··I simply want to do anything I can 
to build the l.4ocal up,'' and one brother got up and made a 
motion to give him $25.00. 
Q. "l\Tas that at the same meeting at which your commit-
tee made its report f 
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A. That wa.s the next meeting afterwards because when 
we met and made the report, then the next meeting these min-
utes comes up for approval, and that is when that was done. 
Q. w· as George Reid, the vice-president, there when they 
voted to give him $25.00? 
A. I think so. 
Q. Didn't Upshur ol1ject to the $25.00 a.nd didn't he say 
l1e had been promised $50.00? 
A. No, sir. 
_ Q. vVhat1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. "r asn 't the first motion made by somebody to give llim 
$15.00 and Upshur said he would not take less than $25.00? 
A. No, sir. Before the different brothers or members dis-
cussed it, it was asked him did he charge anything and lie 
said he didn't charge anything, and, '' I am always glad to 
do anything I can to build the Local up.'' 
Q. At the trial of Sharp, when Upshur said 
page 112 } that Sharp had been attending meetings at ,James 
Pugh 's house, didn't Sharp ask for time to get 
Pugh to come there f 
A. No, I don't think so. He simply said he had not been 
there and didn't know where Pugh lived. 
Q. Louis Upshur testified Sharp had been attending C. I. 
0. meetings at a place on Dunbar Street, but he didn't know 
the number of it. Didn't Sharp ask the committee to adjourn 
and let him go there and summon the people to testify? 
A. I am quite sure he didn't. He didn't ask for time for 
anything. 
Q. You are quite sure they didn't give him any time? 
.A. If he had asked for it they would have give it to him. 
STEPHEN BIDDLE (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as follow·s : 
Examined bv Mr. Martin: 
Q ... What is your name? 
A. Stephen Biddle. 
Q. How old are you and where do you live f 
A. Thirty-three yea.rs old, and I live at 850 
page 113 ~ ,v ashing-ton A venue. 
Q. \Vhere do you work f 
A. Norfolk~ Baltimore & Carolina Lines. 
Q. vVhere is that dock? 
A. Down on Water Street. 
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Q .. How long have you worked there? 
A. Since 1937. 
Q. You don't work for the Merchants & Miners then 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. ,v ere you on the Trial Board of the Local that tried 
Slrnrp and Johnson f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You were one of the seven? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. In that trial was there anything crooked, as far as you 
knowf 
A. Not that I know of. 
Q. Did Gallop or Riddick ask you to do anything crooked 
in iU 
A. No, they didn't. 
Q. Did anybody ask yon to do anything crooked? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you, or not, hear the evidence that was put before 
you? 
A. I did. 
page 114 ~ Q. Did you, or not, give what you believed was 
an honest decision? 
A. I did. 
Q. Did yon have anything against Sharp or Johnson? 
A. No, sir, I dicln 't. 
Q. Did you have any wish to give them an unfair trial? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you have any frame-up with a man named Upshur 
to testify that you ,vould do something crooked or that any-
body would do anything crooked f 
A. No, sir. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: 
· Q. ·who testified against Sharp? 
A. Vlho testified against him f 
Q. Yes. 
A. Louis Upshur. 
Q. Anybody else f 
A. Harper, B. W. Harper. 
Q. Did Sharp testify? 
A. Did Sharp testify? 
Q. Yes. 
A. Testified for himself. 
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page 115 ~ 
shur? 
Q. Whatf 
A. He testified for himself. 
Q. Did he deny those statements made by Up-
A. Some of them. 
Q. Did he deny the statement made by Harper? 
A. Some of them did. 
Q. Did Sharp say he had never belonged to the C. I. 0. T 
A. Yes; he said he had not. 
Q. He said he had n~ver agitated for the C. I. 0., didn't 
he? 
A. He did. 
Q. He denied both, Sharp did¥ 
A. Yes. · 
Q. "When you had reported to the Local, what did you find 
him guilty of, do you recall? 
A. Some of his own statements. 
Q. ·what? 
A. Some of his own statements. 
Q. ·what did you find him guilty of? 
A. He admitted he had talked to Brother Harper concern-
ing trying to get some of the membership of the Local to go 
C. I. 0. 
Q. ·what did you find him guilty of in your report to the 
Local t 
A. That is what we found him guilty of. 
Q. Did you find him guilty of belonging to a 
page 116 ~ dual organization or agitating for a dual organi-
zation? 
A. From the way he talked, he belonged to it. 
Q. Do you know what you found him guilty of? 
A. That is what we found him guilty of. 
Q. You found him guilty of belonging to the C. I. 0. or-
ganization? 
A. Agitating and belonging to one. 
Q. ·what? 
A. Agitating and belonging to one. 
Q. "\\T as there any testimony before you people that he ever 
belonged to the C. I. 0.? 
A. From Upshur's testimony, he belonged to it. 
Q. Did Upshur say he belonged to it or agitated iU 
A. He said he belonged to it. 
Q. And you found him guilty on that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you put the charges in writing? 
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James Wilson (col.). 
A. "\Ve did. 
Q. And you signed your verdict¥ 
A. Yes, sir_. 
Q . .And the verdict in wTiting was turned over to the Lo-
eal? .. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know where it is 1 
A. No, sir. 
page 117 ~ Q. At the time you were on the Trial Board 
where were you living? 
A. I was living at 824 Lexington Street. 
Q. "\Vho else lived there Y 
A. Samuel Gallop. 
Q. Samuel Gallop, the business agent, ,vas living wliere you 
were living at the time you were on the Trial Board trying 
Sharpf 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. How long had you been living there f 
A. I guess about five or six months, I suppose. 
Thereup011, at one-thirty P. M., a recess was taken to two-
thirty P. M. 
page 118 ~ AFTERNOON SESSION. 
Met at close of recess. 
Present: Same parties as heretofore noted. 
Mr. Martin: Mr. Merrill, I told you that at the lunch hour 
I w·ould get what I could find. I have tl1e minute lJook here, 
but some of the pages are missing and I will show why in 
due course. Here are the written charges. I think you also 
asked for the report of the Trial Bard. vV e haven't got the 
original of that. It will be here when the time comes, lmt we 
have practically a copy of it. The nine there ought to be 
eight. 
,TAMES "\:\TILSON (col.), 
sworn on hehalf of the defendants, testified as follows: 
Examined bv Mr. Martin: 
Q. Your name is James "Wilson, isn't iU 
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Peter Bullock (col.). 
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Norfolk. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. "There do you live and how old are you 7 
A. 238 Lewis Street, forty years old, City of 
Q. "\Vha t is your occupation? 
A. Stevedore at the Old Bay Line. 
Q. At what dock? 
A. Old Bay Line. 
Q. What company is that? 
A. Baltimore Steam Packet Company. 
Q. You don't work for the Mercl1ants & :Miners? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. 1\7 ere you a member of the Trial Board that tried Sharp? 
A. Yes. 
Q. One of the seven members? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. In the proceedings did you do anything crooked regard-
ing it in any way? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you know of anything crooked in connection with the 
trial? 
A. I don't. 
Q. In hearing the evidence, did you, or not, do your best 
to do what you thought was right in every respect·! 
A. I did. 
page 120 ~ Q. Did you have anything against Sharp 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. vVas there any arrangement between you and Gallop or 
Riddick to do anything crooked? 
A. No, sir. " 7Im t we convicted him on come from liis own 
mouth. 
Q. Diel you haye any arrangement with anybody that Up-
shur was to give false testimony? 
A. No, sir. 
Mr. Martin: .Answer these gentlemen. 
Mr. Merrill: That is all. 
PETER BULLOCK (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as follows : 
Examined by Mr. :Martin : 
Q. ,vhat is your name? 
A. Peter Bullock. 
Q. How old are you and where do yon live? 
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James Perry (col.). 
A. 148 Dungee Street, Norfolk. 
Q. Wliat is your occupation? 
A. ,,r ork longshore work at the Merchants & Miners. 
Q. How long have you been working there? 
page 121 ~ A. I have been working there some thirty or 
thirty-fl.Ye years or more, according to my knowl-
edge. 
Q. "T ere you, or not, on the Trial Board of your Local 
Union that tried Sharp? ,:v ere you a member of the Trial 
Board? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you do anything crooked in that matter? 
A. No, sir, not to my knowing. 
Q. "\Vas there any arrangement between you and Gallop or 
you and Riddick to do anything false or untrue? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. ,vas there any arrangement with Upshur, as far as 
you know, for him to give false testimony? 
A. Not to my knowing. 
Q. Did you have anything against Sharp? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did yon, or not, listen to the testimony and try to give 
him a fair tria11 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin : Answer these gentlemen. 
Mr. Merrill: No questions. 
page 122 ~ .JAMES PERRY (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as 
follows: 
Examined bv :Mr. Martin: 
Q. ,,That i's your name and occupation 7 
A. lames Perry is my name, and I work on the dock. 
Q. Wbat dock do you work on? 
A. Baltimore and Carolina Lines. 
Q. ,,r ere you on the Trial Board? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That tried Sharp? 
A. Yes, sir, I were. 
Q. In that Trial Boal'd was there anything crooked go-
ing on as far as you discovered? 
A. Not as far as I could see. 
Q. Did you have any arrangement with Gallop or Riddick 
to do anything unfair? 
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B. W. Harper (col.). 
A. No, I didn't. 
Q. Did you have any arrangement with Upshur for the giv-
ing of false testimony f 
A. No,T didn't. 
Q. Diel you listen to the evidence and try to give a fair 
trial? 
A. Yes, sir, I did. 
Q. Have you got anything against SharpY 
pag·e 123 r A. I sure haven't. 
l\Ir. Martin: Answer these gentlemen. 
Mr. Drewry: This is Perry, isn't it? James Perry? 
Mr. Martin : Yes. 
Mr. Drewry: No questions. 
B. "\V. HARPER (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as follows : 
Examined bv Mr. Martin : 
Q. ,vhat 1s your name 1 
A. Benjamin ,vmiam Harper. 
Q. How old are you and ·where do you live¥ 
A. I am thirty-nine and live at Denhart Street, 854. 
Q. ,vimt is your occupation¥ 
A. Coastwise work. 
Q. Wl1ere do you work¥ 
A. Baltimore Steam Packet Company. 
Q. In -1938 did you do some work for your Local Union 
relative to seeing who was active in C. I. 0. stuff? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you make the report in writing that I 
page 124 r handed back to you a few minutes ago¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
A. Will you produce it, please? Did you give that report 
to your union shortly before the trial of Sharp and John-
son? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: I will put it in evidence and read it to the 
jury. 
Note: The paper was read and marked "Exhibit J." 
Bv Mr. Martin : 
. · Q. vVere you present and did you testify at the Trial Board 
at the trial of Sharp? 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Diel you tell the Trial Board what was true, or not? 
A. I told them ,vhat was true. 
Q. Did you have anything against Sharp or ,Johnson? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. vVa.s there any arrang·ement, as far as you know, for 
the giving of any false testimony before the Trial Board ·t 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did Gallop or Riddick try to get you to give any false 
testimonyf 
A. Nio, sir. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
page 125 }- By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. When were you first appointed by Gallop 
and Riddick for investigation of the men engaged in C. I. 0. 
activities in vour Local f 
A. I can't° remember the exact date, but either the latter 
part of April or the first of May, something like that. 
Q. When did you first see Sharp? 
A. -we used to work together out there. I saw him every 
day. 
Q. ·when did you first discuss with Sharp anything about 
C. I. 0.Y 
A. Along in July. He had just opened up his business 
place on Brambleton Avenue, and I think it was around the 
18th or 19th day of J'uly. 
Q. vV ere meetings being held at your home h~fore that time f 
A. Had not been any meetings held at my home at any 
time. 
Q. Didn't Samuel Gallop, James Riddick, vValter Carter, 
Homer ,Jones, and Louis Upshur meet at your home f 
A. Oh, they met at my home as officers. I thought you had 
reference to C. I. 0. 
Q. 1'TJ1en did they begin meeting at your home f 
Q. Well, we had a meeting and I think it was 
page 126 }- sometime in April or the latter part of May. I 
don't recall what date it was. 
Q. At that time did you discuss the question of finding out 
who was agitating for the C. I. 0.? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did Louis Upshur make any report? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How mnny of those meetings were held at your home¥ . 
Samuel A. Gallop and Jas. Riddick v. ·wm. M. Sharp. 79 
B. W. Harper (-col.). 
A. I ca.n 't recall; I think one or hvo. I don't know how 
many. 
Q. Approximately how many, would you say¥ 
A. I am afraid to say definitely because I really don't 
know. I know one or two, I think, was held. 
Q. How many! 
A. One or two held. 
Q. Any more than that f 
A. I could not say. At that time I was leaving the Citv. 
I am in the ministry and I would go out of the town at the 
time when some of these meetings were held. 
Q. What was the purpose of the meeting? 
A. The purpose of the meetings l'teld at that time was to 
see who was inclined in our order to go C. I. 0. 
Q. How much did Riddick and Gallop tell you you would 
he paid if you testified against Sharp and Johnson T 
A. Didn't tell me I would be pa.id anything. 
page 127 ~ Q. How much did Riddick and Gallop tell TJ p-
shur he would be paid? 
A.. They didn't tell him they would pay him anything. 
Q. How much were you paid? 
A. I think later-after these men ,vas expelled some man 
in the hall got up and motioned tha.t they give us a certain 
sum, I don't know exactly how much it was, but I think five 
or ten dollars. 
Q. Ten dollars to you f 
A. I think it was something like that. Anyhow it was in 
the minutes. 
Q. How much was given Upshur? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. That was done a.t t]1e same meeting night at which the 
Trial Committee made its report? 
A. Nio, sir, several meetings after that. 
Q. Several meetings after that! 
A. Yes, sir, after these men was expelled from the Lo-
eal. 
Q. How many meetings after they were expelled from the 
Local before you got $10.00? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Wasn't the motion made and carried the same night the 
Board made its report to pay you $10.00 and Upshur $25.00? 
· A. ~o, sir. 
page 128 ~ Q. Several meetings later? 
A. One or two meetings later. 
Q. One or two meetings later! 
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A. Yes. 
Mr. Merrill: If your Honor pleases, I desire to put in evi-
dence the minute book of this Local. 
Note: The book was marked '' Exhibit 6.'' 
By Mr. :Merrill: 
Q. I am reading now from the minutes of August 9th, 
1938, at which the Trial Board made its report there. That 
is right, isn't it 1 
A. I don't know the date. 
The Court: Is that the date they made the report? 
Mr. Merrill: Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. I am reading from what is in the book here: '' Bro. 
Sandy Wes ton made a motion that we give Bro. Upshur $25.00 
in apprehending the guilty Brother, and Bro. Harper $10.00. 
The motion was seconded bv Bro. Williams. Afterward the 
meeting adjourned.'' That " 1as at the same meeting at which 
the Trial Board made. its report, was it? 
A. I don't know. I think the Trial Board met before this. 
This was a.t the regular meeting of the Trial Board, at the 
regular meeting, and reported at the meeting. This case was 
done a. eouple of meeting- nights ibefore. 
Q. I will read you this. '' Bro. Harper-that 
page 129 ~ is yon f 
A. Yes. 
Q. '' Sharp, Gallop,-'' Gallop is the business agent? 
A. Yes. 
Q. '' .T ohnson, Upshur, talked about the C. I. 0. situation. 
Bro. Reid, chairman of the Trial Board, read the recommen-
dation coming from the Trial Board in regard to Bro. 'N. M. 
Sharp and Matthew Johnson. It was expulsion for violation 
of Article 11, Section 2, of International Constitution. Bro. 
l ohnson and Sharp appealed the decision to the Waterfront 
Council." It all happened the same night, didn't it? 
A. I disremember. I don't think they appealed the same 
night. Q. Why did you swear awhile ago to the contrary if you 
didn't remember? ·who typed this off for you f 
A. Didn't nobody type it off for me because when I gave 
it it was in my handwriting. 
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B. W. Harper (col.). 
Q. vVho made this typewritten copy? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. ·when did you sign it 1 
A. I signed it when we had the other court, and this gentle-
man sitting there, I think-
Mr. Starkey: That was the matter we had dis--
page 130 ~ missed over there, if you want to know. 
Mr. Merrill : The injunction matter. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. Who prepared this typewritten copy, do you know? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Who gave it to you to sign? 
A. When I signed it, I think I signed it in-I don't know. 
Q. Can't you answer? If you do know, you can answer, 
and if you don't know, say so? 
A. It has been so long I don't know. 
Q. I want to know where the original memorandum is that 
y0n made in your own handwriting. 
A. After they copied this off somebody broke in the safe, 
I 11nderstand, and ta.ken the ones I wrote. 
Q. Somebody broke into your safe? 
A. Not into the safe, but in the office. 
Q. Did thev take anything else Y 
A. I don't know about that. 
Q. They didn't take the minute book, did they? 
A. It seems like they didn't. You have it here. 
Q. Is your explanation of the missing original that some-
hodv broke into the safe and stole that report f 
A. I know somebody got the report that I wrote with my 
handwriting. 
page 131 ~ 
sav? 
Q. ·who got the report? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. You were appointed sometime in April, you 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. '];he first time you found out William M. Sharp was 
agitatin~ C. I. 0., was on J nly 26th? 
A. When I found out, yes, sir. 
Q. July 26th. Do :vou · recall what date the Trial Board 
met? 
A. I don't. 
0. You don't recall that? 
A. No, sir. 
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Q. Probably I can help you out. I haven't examined the 
minutes very ·much yet. You say that on the 19th or July you 
met Sharp. That is in this report you made on July 26th. 
To whom did you hand the report Y 
A. My report, I gave it to the business agent and president 
at the hall. 
Q. Who is this man, Rev. L. R. Kibler, that you wanted 
to get into this t 
A. I didn't want to get anybody in it. There ,Yas no one 
at my home to meet this gentleman and I didn't know him, 
and to be sure I could get in touch with him I wanted to meet 
him at Rev. Kibler's. He was my pastor at that time. 
Q. You are a preacher, too, are you? 
page 132 ~ A. Yes. 
Q. How was it that Gallop, and Riddick, se-
]ected you to get this information about C. I. 0. agitators? 
A. He didn't exactly select me. I was an officer of the 
Local my own self, and I was interested about these dual or-
ganizations, and I was talking to them and I decided to seek 
that information. 
Q. You start out, "To whom it may concern : I, B. vV. 
Harper, was authorized by the Pres. James Riddick and busi-
ness agent Samuel Gallop of Local 984, to seek among our 
membership information on those who had been attending 
C. I. 0. meetings and talking in its behalf. I began with 
Brother Sharp.'·· 
A. Yes. 
Q. You ended with him, too, didn't you? 
A. Yes, because that brought it to a close. 
Q. You began with Brother Sharp a.nd ended with him f 
A. Yes. 
Q. You didn't investigate the C. I. 0. activities of anybody 
else on the piers, did you? 
A. Because I was out of town at the time. 
Q. If you were out of town how could you investigate 
Sharp? 
A. Oh, we were practicaily together every day. 
Q. Then vou were not out of town 1 
page 133 ~ A. They had the action of this Trial Board anrl 
at the time they come in contact with these fel-
lows, and I was out of town, but I used to work on the same 
pier at the time I was here, which was every other day or 
three times a week, I believe it was, something like that. 
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Homer M. Jones (col.). 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. You said you went to the place of business with Sharp, 
I believe? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ,Vhere was thaU 
A. On Brambleton Avenue right next to the hall. 
Q. I think you said he had just started business? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·what kind of place had he started there! 
A. Cook shop. 
Q. He ran that besides his stevedol'ing work? 
A. Yes, sir. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. That is operated by his son, isn't it, operated by Sharp's 
son? 
A. I don't know who o / ates it now. 
Q. Why did you te · y, if you didn't know? 
A. At that time · was operated by him. 
page 134 ~ HOMER M. JONES (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as 
follows: 
Examined bv Mr. Martin: 
Q. What is your whole name? 
A. Homer Middaugh Jones. 
Q. How old a re you and where do you live? 
A. Thirty-three, and I Jive at 222 Chestnut Street, Nor-
folk. 
Q. What was your position with Local No. 984, Interna-
tional Longshoremen 's Association, in 1938 and 1939, along 
there? 
A. I was secretary and treasurer. 
Q. Were you in pretty close touch with the Association, 
"rith the Local? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you recollect when there were some C.(J. 0. activity 
tha.t your Association was interested in investigating? 
A. I do. 
Q. When some reports were to be made by Upshur and by 
Harper, did you have anything to do with putting them in 
type? 
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A. I put them in type to be signed. 
Q. Here is one, for instance, August 3rd, 1938, that is 
signed by U psher. 
A. By being secretary and treasurer and being 
page 135 ~ on the job they brought me their reports to be 
typed so it would be plainly understood. 
Q. Did you do the actual typing on that? 
A. I can't say whether I did, or not. 
Q. Look at it and see whether you recollect doing that par-
ticular typing. Did you write with your own hand or have 
somebody do it for you? 
A. I typed myself. 
Q. You type yourself Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How would they bring them in to you. in handwriting 
or typewriting, Upshur and Harper? 
A. In their handwriting. 
Q. In their handwriting? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You had a typewriter where? 
A. At the office. 
Q. At the office? 
A. At the office of 984. 
Q. You were the typewriting man? 
A. I did typewriting. 
Q. After you put it in typewriting did they sign them, or 
not? 
A. Yes, sir, they signed it. 
Q. You saw this one signed by U psher? 
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Q. Did you ever make any change in that after 
U psher signed it 1 
A. No, I never made any change. 
Q. That is dated August 3rd, 1938. I shO'w you another one 
signed by B. W. Harper. Is that the same kind of thing, and 
did you ever make any change in that after Harper signed 
it? 
A. No, sir, never made any change. 
Q. I don't believe I asked you what your present employ-
ment is? 
A. Letter carrier. 
Q·. ·who kept the minute book when you were there? 
A. Upshur, Louis Upshur. 
Q. Louis Upshur was the recording secretary? 
A. Recording secretary. 
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Q .. He was the reeording secretary f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you have anything to do with the keeping of the 
minutes¥ 
A. No, I didn't have anything to do with it. 
Q. In this book I notice that there are a lot of pages miss-
ing, apparently from 26 to 67. Do you know anything about 
the missing pages and why they are not there¥ 
A. Well, the pages that are missing, the only 
page 137 ~ reason I can say is that there were some minutes 
or something that should have been put in there 
and the recording secretary didn't put them in there. 
Q. ,vho was the recording secretary 1 
A. Louis Upshur. 
Q. Regarding the Trial Boa.rd that tried Sharp and John-
son, was there anything crooked about that trial, as far as 
you know? 
· A. Not as far as I know there was not anything crooked. 
Q. ,v as there anything that Gallop or ~iddick said to you 
about it, or did they try to get you to do anything wrong in 
tl1e matter? 
A. Not a thing. 
Q. Did you have anything against Sharp or Johnson Y 
A. No, sir, not a thing. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Rv Mr. Merrill: 
· Q. I understood you to say that the pages of the minute 
hook ,vere missing becau~e Louis Upshur didn't put the min-
utes in the book; is that right V . 
A. Because he didn't put some of them in there. 
Q. His failure to put the minutes in there would not cause 
tlie pages to be missing, would it? . 
A. No, that would not cause the pages to be 
page 138 ~ missing. 
Q. All the pages which deal "rith this particu-
lar situation here a re in the hook, aren't they? 
A. As far as I know, yes. I can't sa.y they are in there 
now. 
Q. One other question, Homer: You attended these seer.et 
meetings held at Harper's home in May, June and July be-
fol'e these charges were filed against Sharp, didn't you! 
A. Yes, sir. 
86 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Horner M. Jones (col.). 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. ·was there anything secret about the meetings? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. What were the meetings that you attended Y 
A. The meetings 1 
Q. ·what kind of meetings did you mean? Mr. :Merrill 
called them secret meetings. 
A. No, sir, just committee meetings. 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: 
.. Q. What committee¥ 
A. Committee appointed by the president to meet. 
Q. ·when did the president appoint the com-
page 139 ~ mittee to meet and for what purpose was the 
committee to meet? 
A. The committee was to meet to discuss the problems tl1at 
confronted the Local which was very-I would say problems 
of the Local and a committee could discuss it in a better man-
ner than the whole Local. 
Q. ·wr as any mention ever made of it on the floor of the 
Local about them appointing a committee to meet secretly at 
Harper's home T 
A. I don't lmo,,.r. As far as I know, no committee were 
meeting secretly, no. 
Q. Was there any motion made to appoint it to meet at 
Harper's homeT · 
A. I could not tell vou. 
Q. I will ask you to turn to the minute hook and find out? 
I tried to find it myself and could not do it. Did Riddick 
tell you to attend these meetings or did Sam Gallop tell you °l 
A. Riddick. 
Q. Riddick! 
A. I was told to meet there. 
Q. Where were you when he told you; in your office? 
A. At the hall. 
Q. He told you publicly¥ 
A. He didn't tell it as a secret. He just told me to meet 
there. 
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Q. This was sometime in April¥ 
A. I am not certain of the date. 
Q. Why did you meet at Harper's home f 
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A. That was the most convenient place to meet. He said 
we should meet there and that is all. 
Q. You had a hall and office there f 
A. Had an office, yes, sir. 
Q. You sta.yed there all the time, didn't you 1 
A. At that time I stayed there all the time. 
CLYDE SMITH (col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Martin: 
Q. Your name is Clyde Smith, isn't iU 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How old are you and where do you live 1 
A. I am forty-eight years old and I live at 1252 Factory 
Street. 
Q. ·what is your occupation Y 
A. Stevedore, dock work. 
Q. What dock? 
page 141 ~ A. :Merchants & Miners. 
Q. Regarding the C. I. 0. activity here a few 
years ago in conflict with your organization, do you know any-
thing about it 1 
A. Sharp met me and give me a C. I. 0. paper. 
Q. ·who met you¥ 
A. Sharp. 
Q. William Sharp, who sits here? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did ·whaU 
A. Give me a C. I. 0. paper and told me to read it and if I 
learned anything to keep it to myself, that it may do mP 
good. 
Q. Did you read it¥ 
A. I read it but I didn't understand it. 
Q. Do you know a.nvthing more a.bout the matter T 
A. No, sir; that is all. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: 
"'Q. Where were you when you say he gave you a C. I. 0. 
· circular? 
A. Main Street there near the dock. 
Q. You mean at the Merchants & Miners Dock¥ 
A. Yes, sir. 
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page 142 ~ Q. At the gate there 1 
A. Right at the gate. 
Q. Daytime 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·why didn't you testify before the Trial Board T Did 
you testify whzn tl y tried Sharp 1 
A. No, sir. 
SAl\I UI~L GALLOP (col.), 
one of the defendants, being first duly sworn, testified as 
follows: 
Examined by Mr. l\Iartin : 
Q. Your name is Samuel Gallop, isn't itf 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How old are you and where do you live f 
A. Forty-eight, and I live at 824 Lexington Street. 
Q. Norfolk Cityf 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you heen living in Norfolk City? 
A. Between twenty-five and thirty years. 
Q. You are business agent of the Local Union we are speak-
ing of, are you not, No. 984 International Long-
page 143 J.. sh01·emen 's As~weiution ! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Associated with the Amel!'ican Federation of Labor? 
A. Yes, sir. 
(~. In 19:l8 <lid Rome matter of C. I. 0. activity contrary to 
vour Union occur in Norfolk here1 
· A. Yes, sir. 
q. Tell the jury what happened, especially regarding 
Sharp. 
A. I don't recall the date, but sometime prior to July Louis 
Upshur reporting to me-
Q. A little louder. 
A. Louis Upshur reported to me that some of our mem-
bers were flirting· with the C. I. 0. Them is the words he 
m~ed. I said, "How do you know?" He said, "I gets my in-
formation from Wright''. He said he was in a pool parlor, 
and he did say where at, but I think it is somewhere in the 
ten hundred block in Church Street, and Wright came in and 
was talking to the proprietor in there and, of course, he 
didn't know anything about Upshur 's interest in it, and so 
he told me about it. I said, "Upshur, arc you sure of that?" 
and he said yes. I said, ''Well, that is serious". We didn't 
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talk any further about it that day. I went to the president 
with it and he asked me how would we go about finding out. 
I said, "I don't know, but to let you have an un-
page 144 ~ derstanding yourself we will talk to Upshur to-
g·ether' ', and so we talked to Upshur together and 
we decided that we would call some of the officers together 
and figure out some plan of seeking among the people to try 
to find out who they were. This was did. I talked to Up-
shur and said, "You know more about it than anybody else. 
·wm you accept work amongst them to see f '' He said, ''Yes, 
I will do it hecause I loves my organization". He said, "But 
it takes a little money". I said, "I don't have none". I 
said, ''Well, if you need some money to find out, such as go-
ing into places, anything like that, let it be known and I will 
see that you get it", so he did. I don't recall how much was 
given him for that, but I don't think it amounted to over ~three 
or four dollars, not more than six dollars. He turned reports 
in. In the beginning I, myself, didn't, and I don't imagine 
he did, knew any of the members personally that was flirt-
ing· with the C. I. O. vVe were guided by his report. So in 
tho meantime the thing- began to get kind of hot and Brother 
Harper volunteered his services, but Upshur was working 
into the whole thing· from the beginning of my information 
until it was brought to a close, but Harper was only in it 
about, I wouldn't say exactly, but not more than a few weeks. 
After they turned in the reports to me, it is probable they 
give me some forty or fifty names. I made, myself, a per-
sonal investigation to find out what I could find 
page 145 ~ out. I could find nothing that implicated any of 
the other fellows who he turned in. Some ad-
mitted to me that they found out there was nothing to it and 
let it alone. I then preferred charges in writing to the Local 
organization. 
Q. Are these the charg·es I handed Mr. Merrill awhile ago? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. In your handwritingf 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin: I will put them in evidence and read them. 
Note : The paper was read and marked '' Exhibti K' '. 
Ry Mr. Martin: 
Q. You fi]ed this written charge? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Then what happened 1 
A.. After I :filed the charges the president appointed a 
Trial Board and submitted the case to the Trial Board for 
action. I don't recall the date after then that the Trial Board 
met, but at. the convenience of the Trial Board they met and 
proceeded to try Sharp. I don't know what date it was. "\\Te 
brought it before the Trial Board and gave them what in-
formation was given to me. That is as far as my connection 
went into it. 
Q. Did yon hear Upshur testify before the Trial Board, 
and Harper? 
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Q. Did yon know what Upshur said was falsef 
A. No, sir, not the slightest idea. 
Q. Did you have any arrangement with Upshur or any-
body else to have false testimony given? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you have anything against Sharp or Johnson 1 
A. Not until yet. 
Q. After the Trial Board filed their report, they were ex-
pelled, I believe? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And they appealed and the matter was sent back for 
your whole body to do the expelling i 
A. Then the Trial Board made its report to the organiza-
tion and its recommendation, the president took the position 
that that was expulsion right there. Of course, he expelled 
them without the consent of the body; however, that was in 
a regular meeting, and then they tried to take it to the court 
across the hall and at that time the ruling· was that they would 
pursue the ehannels of their own organization, and then they 
went back and taken the case to the Waterfront Council, com-
rnonly known as the District Council, and at that time the 
Council sent. the case back to the Local" for adjustment, that 
it was to be acted on by the total membership. The total 
membership acted on it unanimously upholding· 
page 147 ~ the Trial Board's decision. After that, when I 
heard from the case again, it had been filed in the 
Atlantic Coast Di.strict Board in New York, appealed. The 
Local was notified to have a representative there to defend 
the Local~ and, of course, I was sent to New York on De-
cember 13th. · 
Q. December 13th, 14th, 15th, and 16th, I believe, you were 
in New York, were you? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. As per this letter t 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did that Board, or not, as per this letter, uphold the 
Local Union f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. On the expulsion! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Huve you conspired with Riddick or anybody else to do 
any harm to Sliarp or Johnson 1 
lt. No. When it was first brought to my attention that 
some of the members was flirting with the 0. I. 0., I hadn't 
the slightest idea that Sharp was implicated. I didn't know 
who it was. 
Q Has there been any false testimony given as far as you 
had anything to do with it 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you have anything to do with the copy-
page 148 ~ ing for the minutes f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you have anything to do with drawing money! 
A No, sir. 
Q. Can you sign or countersign checks even f 
A No, Rir. 
Q. In the minute hook, I notice that part of the pages are 
missing. Do you know about whether they were ever in the 
book1 
A. Yes, sir, they were in there. 
Q. Did you see them when they were. in there ·1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know how they got out of there f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How did they get out of there 1 
A. In looking into the book one day looking for another 
case, something about buttons, some ruling that we had about 
men wearing their buttons, I began to notice that the dates 
were eo11trnry to our meeting nights according· to the calen-
dar. I spoke to the financial secretary. I said, "There is 
mistakes ht)re in the dates". They did not come up to the 
calendal' dates of our meeting nights. 
Q. ·who is this you were talking to f 
A. The :financial secretary at that time. 
Q. What was his name! 
page 14H ~ A. Homer M. Jones. 
Q. Yes. 
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A. So I said, ''I am going to see Upshur and get Upshur 
to rewrite these things". I went and got Upshur and told 
him what I had found and I asked him to rewrite them. He 
cornP, up there to rewrite them and written about the buttons, 
I think, that ruling, aud said, "I will be back". Finally he 
told me, "You know I am working", and said, "You get 
Homer to rewrite them and I will sig·n them and it will be 
just the same and the correct dates on them". Homer agreed 
to do it. Homer rewrites it and after he come back he read 
theu1 over and signed them, and I happened to look aroun~~ 
and he had a razor blade there. I said, "What are you de. 
ing·1" and he said, ''I am cutting these out. They are no 
good", and I said, "No, leave them there". 
Q. Who said thaU 
A. I told Upshur to leave them there. He said he wa-: 
cutting· them out because they ,vere no good, and some of 
them was left and some was cut clean out, and that is how the 
loss of the minutes came about. 
Q. If you will figure on the dates you will find that some 
of the dates precede this part of the book, here in the back 
of it! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Because they were recopied? 
page 150 ~ A. The ones recopied a re the correct ones. I 
mean to say that the recopied ones was correct. 
Q . .A.nd you will find the dates at the top of the page migl1t 
not be in exact order 1 
A. That is right. 
Q. Did you authorize Upshur to take those out 1 
A. No, sir. I asked him to leave them. I said, "Leave the 
balance of them in there", but when I turned and saw what 
he was doing most of them was cut out. 
Q. Regarding the report of the Trial Board, was the re-
port which was made sig11ed by the members of the Board? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know who had custody of it, whose possession 
it was in°? 
A. It was kept in our office and, of course, myself, the finan-
cial secretary and the recording secretary used the same of-
fice. Some of the documents were missing during that par-
ticular time. How they got missing, I am unable to say. 
Q. Did yon try to find the report of the Trial Board? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. At my request? 
A. Yee:,, sir. 
Q. Have you found the original of itf 
A. No, sir. I found a copy. 
Q. Is this the copy that you handed me today? 
page 151 ~ A. Yes, sir. 
Q. I notice one thing on here that you told me 
about this morning and I will ask you to tell the jury about. 
This carbon c.opy was not written all the way to the edge? 
A N<t. sir. 
Q. What about the mark on the date here, this nine 7 
A. When I come across the copy I said, '' I will take it down. 
It might be of some service''. ],org·etting about the 1938, I 
put a nine where the eight ought to have been. 
Q. ·when did you put the nine there? 
A. Put it there this morning. 
Q. You put the nine where an eight ought to have been t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Martin : I will put this in evidence. 
Note: The paper was marked "Exhibit L". 
Bv Mr. Martin: 
"Q. Did you have anything against Sharp or Johnson or 
want to try to hurt them in any wayf 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Something· was said about the fact that somebody might 
run against you for business agent, that Sharp might run 
against you. Did you know anything about that? 
A. I didn't know anything about it and I haven't the 
slightest idea. In fact, if anybody had run against me it 
would not have been Sharp. He didn't have that 
page 152 ~ kind of influence with the org·anization. 
· Q. How long· have you been with the organiza-
tion f 
A. Since May, 1937. 
Q. That is about the time they were organized f 
A. About a month before. They were organized about a 
month before. 
Q. And you have been its business agent ever sincef 
A. Yes, sir. 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By .Mr. Merrill~-
Q. When did you g-o to work with the Merchants & :Miners? 
A. I went to work with the Merchants & Miners in 1936. 
Q. What month Y 
A. I don't recall the month, but in 1936. 
Q. Had you ever worked for the longshoremen before that T 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When? 
A. Back with the T. W. A., before the International ever 
got in control. 
Q. How many years ago was that, twenty-five f 
A. I will tell you if you will let me. 
page 153 ~ Q. Go ahead. 
A. Before the International got into control it 
was the T. W. A., and I worked with them and belonged to 
their union. In 1938 and 1939 I belonged to the International 
and worked with the Longshoremen. 
Q. When did you work as longshoreman before you went 
to the Merhants & Miners, how many years before that Y 
A. In 1920. 
Q. How long then did you work as long·shoreman 1 
A. How long did I work as longshoreman Y 
Q. Yes. 
A. For two years during that time. 
Q. Where? 
A. At the Armv Base. 
Q. Where else 1., 
A. At the steel pier, they call it, where the Eastem 18 
now. 
Q. You had not heard on the piers that the men were going· 
to run Sharp against you as business agent¥ 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Never did hear it 7 
A. No, sir. 
Q. And the first time you ever heard it is today, isn't it? 
A. That is right exactly. 
pap:e 154 ~ Q. I didn't understand the purpose of recopy-
inp: the minutes in your minute book. Did you i;;ay 
the onlv trouble was the dates of the minutes? 
A. That is what I found. 
(~. Why didn't you simply change the dates instead of re-
copyiu ~ the minutes? 
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A. The reason of that is because the recording secretary 
made an excuse and didn't want to rewrite them himself. 
Q. You don't understand me. Why didn't you give.· in-
structions just to change the dates on the minutes instead of 
recopying all of the minutes? 
A. I didn't happen to be smart enough for that, ::Mr. Mer-
rill. I thought rewriting them was the best. 
Q. I think no one will deny your smartness for the past 
twenty years anyhow. So it didn't occur to you in giving 
instructions to Upshur to tell him to just change the dates 
on the minutes? 
A. I didn't do that. I asked him to rewrite them. 
Q. ·would there have been anything· smart about that? 
A. Well, yes. 
Q. What would have been smart about it? 
A. Saving labor. 
Q. Whatf 
A. Saving labor. 
page 155 ~ Q. Do I understand you didn't find any fault 
with the minutes as written by Upshur, but the 
fault was that they were the wrong dates¥ 
A. No, sir. All I was interested in was the calendar dates. 
Q. Yon told him to go ahead and recopy them correctly f 
A. That is right. 
Q. And instead of his doing it he told you he was busy and 
to let Homer Jones do iU 
A. Yes, sir. 
(~. That is why these minutes, many of them, are in Homer 
Jones' handwriting, isu 't iU 
A. That is right, with Upshnr's signature. 
By the Court : 
Q. With what? 
A. Upshnr's signature, after he has read them and ap-
proved them. I think you will find that. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: 
·Q. Did Homer reword them or copy them exactly as they 
wereT 
A. Not to my knowinp: about any rewording. 
Q. At the special meeting of July 29th, 1938,-I will take 
that up in a moment. I notice in your report to the Local 
dated .July 27th, 1938, and I assume that report 
page 156 ~ was submitted to the Local on July 29th, 1938, at 
the special meeting; is that right! 
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A. l don't remember whether it was a special meeting just 
now or a regular meeting, but I submitted it to the Local. 
Q. There is a meeting shown in here as of July 29th, 1938. 
You submitted the report at that time! 
A. Yes. 
~. It could not have been done before that for the reason 
that the meeting before that was July 10th, and your charges 
are dated July 27th; is that rightf 
A. That is right. 
Q. In the minutes I find that the Local placed on trial or 
preferred charg·es against, whatever you want to call it, 
Matthew ,Johnson, W. l\L Sharp, J. Layne, vV. Stewart, Sykes 
Smallwood, B. Lynch, Tisdale Sandy Walker, William Mor-
ris, Capt. vVest Hurst, A. Smith, G. Benson and T. Smith. 
If your charg·es were merely against Matthew Johnson and 
,vmiam Manley Sharp, how do you account for that differ-
ence t 
A. That difference was accounted for because those were 
men who the talk was strongest against and those are the men 
I preferred the charges against. Those other men that you 
are speaking about was given in by just word, not in writ-
ing. 
Q. Did you have any information about any 
page 157 ~ C. I. 0. activities other than the information fur-
nished you by Upshur and Carted 
A. Carter didn't furnish me with information. 
Q. WJmtt 
A. Carter didn't furnish me with information. 
Q. I mean Harper. 
A. Upshur firi.;;t brought it to my attention. He was the 
cause of the investig·ation to try to find out if it was true. 
Q. Did you have any information upon which to base these 
charges that you preferred other than the information fur-
nished you by Upshur and by Harper? 
A. No, I had no other information. 
(~. And the information furnished you by Upshur also in-
cluded a great many other men, didn't it? 
A. True enough. 
Q. For instance, your charges are dated July 27th, 1938, 
as shown by the paper marked H here, which paper is the 
report which Upshur says he gave to you. Is that true 1 He 
.gave you the report? 
A. Yes. 
Q. This is one of the reports he gave you, 
A. Yes. 
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Q. I find this, "I, Louis Upshur, has brought in everything 
and information I could get pertaining to C. I. 0. 
page 158 ~ and its members. The first meeting I attend was 
a Mr. Matthew Johnson house 711 Brewer St., 
following that meeting we met every night except St. and 
Thursday and nig·ht we have our meeting. The members I 
met on July 1. were as follows on 711 Brewer St: Mr. M. 
Johnson, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Sandy Walker, Mr. Tisdale, Mr. 
Curtis Cowling, Mr. Willie White, Mr. Before Day, Mr. Linn 
Smallwood, ]\fr. ~Tessie Hurst, Mr. McFeneson, members pres-
ent, Johnson, Smallwood, McFeneson, Hurst, Tom R.iddick, 
Tisdale, Sharp and John Layne.'' With those before you on 
~T uly 25th ,vhy is it you didn't include any of those men in 
your charges other than Sharp and Johnson? 
A. In my opinion the evidence was not strong enough. 
Q. You have told the jury you had nothing· against Sharp 
and Johnson, nothing except what was furnished by Upshur 
and Harper? 
A. That is true. 
Q. Upshur is the one who furnished evidence ag·ainst all 
of these men? 
A. Yes. 
Q. vVhy didn't you include all of your men in your charges 
to the Local f 
A. I think I had a right to do as I did. 
Q. What? 
A. I think I had a right to do as I did. It was 
page 159 ~ up to me. 
A. No, sir. Q. v\That? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You were running the Local, were you? 
Q. You really didn't, under the by-laws of this Local have 
anything to do with this minute book, did you? 
A. The minute book f 
Q. Yes. 
A. I didn't do anything with it. 
Q. You testified you gave instructions to Upshur to re-
copy the minute book, didn't you 1 
A. I thought that I had that power. 
Q. You thought that you had that power? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. However that may be, in the Local there you were and 
are all-powerful, aren't you? 
A. Oh, no. 
98 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Samuel Gallop (col.). 
Q. You do to suit yourself t 
A. No, I can't do that. . 
Q. Can you point out in the by-laws of this Local of the 
I. L. A., and the constitution, anything that gave you any 
right to interfere with the minutes i 
A. I didn't alter them. 
Q. What! 
pag·e 160 ~ A. I didn't alter the minutes. 
Q. You had no more to do with that minute 
book than any other member, under the by-laws¥ 
A. No. Any other member had a chance to read them if 
he wanted to. He could demand to see the minute book. 
Q. Why is it you ordered Louis to change the minutes? 
A. To correct the calendar dates. 
Q. Why didn't you bring it up before the Local! 
A. I didn't do that. 
Q. ·what! 
A. I thought .he was recording secretary and it would be 
easier to tell him, and I believe that was easier. 
Q. Why didn't you bring it up before the Local if there 
was something wrong 1 
A. I imagine it was. I can't say for sure. I imagine it 
was after that. 
Q. Here is another report of Upshur in which he names 
Basemore. Is that the name, and is he a member of the 
Local¥ 
A. Yes. 
Q. Willie Basemore~ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Willie Mozelle, Capt. West, Plummer Adams, Gibbs, 
Gordon, Hog· Mouth, Lynch, Zak Morris. "Why didn't you in-
clude those in your chagres to the Local as men who were 
engaged in C. I. 0. agitating? 
page 161 ~ A. Mr. Merrill, I told you I didn't see enough 
evidence behind it. 
Q. YOU didn't f 
A. No, sir. Upshur, in reporting these men to me, said 
it was his opinion these men were flirting with the C. I. 0., 
but he didn't give me evidence against them, the evidence 
against them that he gave me against Sharp and Johnson. 
Q. He said they were attending meetings, didn't he·f 
A. I tried to tell you that the information he gave me, the 
most of it, was about Sharp and Johnson. 
Q. Didn't he te 11 you those men were attending tl1e meet-
ings t 
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A. He didn't give me the details. 
Q. Does he in this report of July 25th say any more in 
the.re about Sharp and Matthew Johnson that he says about 
all the other people ( offering paper to witness) 1 
A. I don't want it. 
Q. You have had enough of it, have you·? 
A. I said I don't want it. 
Q. I ask you again, in the report of .July 25th, 1938, did 
he say any more about Johnson and Sharp than he said about 
the twelve or fifteen other men 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. Point it out to me. 
A. He went to the Trial Board and gave his 
page 162 r testimony to the Board. 
Q. Of course he went to the Trial Board. vVho 
got him to go before the Trial Board t 
A. Didn't nobody gei him to do it. He did it himself. If 
he knew anything about the C. I. 0. activities-
Q. Did yon ask him to do it? 
A. Ask him? 
Q. Yes . 
.A. No, I didn't ask him to go before the Trial Board. He 
was loyal to his organization. 
Q. He was. Upshur was loyal to his organization t 
A. That is what he said. 
Q. He was quite loyal to you at that time, too, wasn't he 1 
A. In what respect? 
Q. In every reRpect, wasn't he T 
A. He carried out his duties, as far as I know, as a mem-
ber. There was not anytl1ing he could do for me. 
Q. In view of the fact that on July 25th, 1938, and I ask 
you this question for the last time, Upshur named fifteen, 
sixieen or eighteen people there, including Sharp and John-
son, in his report, why is it that in your charges to the Local 
of ,July 27th you named only Sharp and .Johnson t 
A. I told you I thought I had a right to pref er charges or 
push c]1arges where I thoug·ht there was enough 
page 163 r evidence. He gave more information on Sharp 
and Matthew Johnson than he did on the others, 
and he could not tell me enough to satisfy me that they ought 
to be tried. 
Q. As businesi:; ag·ent it was your duty to prosecute those 
charges, was iU · 
.A. Yes. 
Q. And you did prosecute them, didn't you? 
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A. Yes. 
Q. Very well. Apparently disregarding your charges, your 
preferred charges of ,July 27th, just against Sharp and John-
son~ the Local at its meeting of July 29th, preferred charges 
against Stewart, Sykes, Smallwood, Lynch, Layne, Tisdale, 
Sandy Walker, William Morris, and numerous others. 
A. \,Vhat is the date of that, Mr. Merrill? 
Q. ,July 29th, 1938, and yours was dated July 27th, 1938, 
iwo <lays before that. Here are the minutes, "Special meet-
ing·, Norfolk, Va., July 29, 1938. Open by prayer and song 
· by our Chaplain. After a few remarks by the Pres. Bro. 
Gallop open his allegation against the following members for 
violation of Article 11, section 2, page 20 of Internt. Const. 
,J. Layne, vV. Stewart, Sykes, Trim Smallwood, B. Lynch, 
Tisdale, Sandy Vvalker, 1Vm. Morris, Capt. vVest, Hurst, A. 
Smith, G. Benson, T. Smith. Bro. Sharp motioned that the 
trustees be suspended from their duties until found guilty of 
the charges preferred second by Bro. John Smith. 
page 164 ~ :Motion that the Local substitute for the too trus-
tees suspended. Pres appointed Bro. Scott and 
Bro. Clifton "\Vilson to act in their place until the situation is 
cleared up. There were numerom; discussion by the fellows 
involved, afterwards, the meeting adjourned.'' Look at those 
minutes. It says you prefer charges against all of those men. 
Look at the eopy of the minutes right there. 
A. I imagine that calls for the inaccurate-the incorrect 
calendar dateE=, Mr. :Merrill. 
Q. ·what? 
A. I imagine this will be explained by the incorrect calendar 
dat~s. 
Q. The incorrect calendar dates? 
A. Yes. 
Q. If it has any other date on there on which you have made 
any other report pref erring charges, I don't see it. I never 
saw the book until it was broug·ht in the courtroom after luncl1. 
Just to show you it is not so incorrect, you will notice it is 
on page 71. 
A. That could be some of the loose leaves in there. 
Q. It is the loose leaf obviously. I was a little surprised 
to see it here. That page is 71. Page 72 has nothing· on it, 
and page 117 you will find is August 9th, 1938, a report of 
your Trial Committee expelling these men and their appeal 
from it; is that righU . 
page 165 ~ A. That is the elate. 
Q. So, now, it appears from the minutes of 
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the Local, as a matter of fact, that you preferred charges 
against all of the~e men, doesn't it f 
A. ~rhose r.harges are charg·es I pref erred, but-
Q. They are the charges you preferred? 
A. Those were the only charg·es pref erred in writing. Those 
men were mentioned verbally. 
Q. ''Norfolk, Virginia, July 29th, 1938. Open by prayer 
and song by our Chaplain . .After a few remarks by the Pres. 
Bro. Gallop open his allegation against the fallowing mem-
ber for violation of Article 11, section 2, page 20 of Internt. 
Const. Bro. Matthews Johnson, ·w. M. Sharp, J. Layne, W. 
Stewart Sykes, Trim Smallwood, B. Lynch, Tisdale, Sandy 
Walker, Wm. Morris, Capt. West, Hurst A. Smith, G. Ben-
son, T. Smith. Bro. Sharp motioned that the trus. be sus-
pended from their duties until found guilty of the charges 
preferred, second by Bro. John Smith. Motion that the Lo-
cal substitute for tl1e two trustees suspended. Pres. ap-
pointed Bro. Scott and Bro. Clifton Wilson to act in their 
place until the situation is cleared up.'' So after this charge 
had been placed against Sharp, he being chairman of the 
Board of Trustees, mo~ed that he be relieved of his duties, 
didn't hef 
A. Yes. 
Q. Had you convinced yourself at the time you 
pag·e 166 ~ went to trial ag·ainst Sharp and Johnson that they 
were the only two guilty people? 
A They were the only two brought to trial, the only two we 
found sufficient evidence to try. 
Q. Now, I care not how the matter got before the Local 
whether on your charg·es or whether the Local, at 'its meet-
ing, who preferred charg·es, but if charges were preferred 
against all of them why did you not prosecute all of them? 
.A. The evidence didn't warrant it, Mr. Merrill. 
Q. What? 
A. The evidence didn't warrant it. 
Q. The evidence didn't warrant itf 
A. I think you also will find in the meeting where I asked 
on motion to drop charges for lack of evidence. 
Q. I find that at a meeting sometime in December, I think, 
if I recall, that you reported back, after you bad gotten rid 
of Sharp and Johnson, that the evidence didn't warrant con-
victing the other men. You ha~ the same evidence against 
the other men that you had agamst Johnson and Sharp? 
A. I don't know that. 
Q. Didn't you f 
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A. No. 
Q. Where djclyou get the charges from that you have pro-
duced in the courtroom f 
.. -~ A. Where did I get the charges from t 
page 167 ~ Q. ·Yes . 
.A. In the office. 
Q. You are sure those are the charges which you preferred 
at the timet 
A. Yes. 
Q. What was the purpose of having these secret meetings 
at the home of Harper¥ 
A. They wasn't called secret meeting·s, in my opinion. 
They were just men who met to work out some plan to try to 
seek out the members that was reported as flirting· with the 
C. I. 0. We didn't call them secret meetings. 
Q. Who selected the men to go there! 
A. The president. 
Q. ·was that done in open meeting? 
A. No. 
Q. It was done privately t 
A. No. 
Q. Whatf 
.A.. No, it was not did privately. 
Q. How was it. done¥ 
A. Simply appointed the men to meet. 
Q. At a meeting of the Local T 
A. No, it was not at a meeting of the Local. 
Q. He didn't do it at a meeting of the Local? 
A. No. 
page 168 ~ Q. How much money did you pay Upshur your-
self? 
A. I didn't pay Upshur anything. 
Q. You said something about three or four dollars, not to 
exceed six. 
A. I said he was given that much money. The secretary is 
the one who gave it to him. 
Q. The secretary of the Local f 
A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. You mean that was given him before the charges were 
heard? 
A. He asked for some money to have some to spend in or-
der to be able to g·et into places to get this evidence and he 
got the money from the Secretary and treasurer. 
Q. Go ahead. 
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A. It didn't exceed six dollars, I don't think. I am not 
sure it even was that much. 
Q. This money was given him while he was investigating 
the C. I. 0. activities 1 
A. That is true. 
Q. That is not the $25.00 the Local gave him! 
A. No. 
Q. What authority did the financial secretary have to pay 
out the Local 's money for that work 1 
A. He was a bonded financial secretary and treasurer. 
Q. What1 
pag·e 169 ~ A. He was the bonded financial secretary and 
treasurer and he had jurisdiction over the money. 
Of course, whenever the committee went over his books, if 
there was anything wrong he replaced it out of his pocket. 
That is the best I can explain that. 
Q. Who told Homer Jones to pay Louis Upshur this money? 
A. Who told him to do it f 
Q. Yes, for this work? 
A. I asked him to do it myself because he made the re-
quest. I was supporting his loyalty to the organization. 
Q. Yon have spoken of a copy of the report of the Trial 
Board. Do you know who wrote out this report i 
A. Homer M. ,Jones. 
Q. WhaU 
A. Homer M. ~Tones. 
Q. Homer :M:. .Jones 7 
A. Yes. 
Q. With the exception of the figure 9 there, is it a correct 
copy and accurate in every pa rticu1a r f 
A. I don't see anything· wrong with it other than the nine 
that I admitted I put down there this morning. 
Q. Is it accuratef 
A. I don't see anything· wrong with it. 
Q. Where did you find that copyt 
page 170 ~ A. Found it in t11e office. 
Q. What was the reason that the secretary 
could not have found it instead of vou f 
A. ,Just a few days ago they made the office larger and 
we come across a lot of documents we didn't know where thev 
was at. This happened to be one. · 
Q. Where were all of these documents 1 
A. I didn't know where they were placed, but in some of 
the drawers. 
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Q. You mean it was just a question of opening a drawer 
and finding the misplaced report f 
A. No, it was not a question of that, Mr. Merrill. I made 
that clear. Any time that you do any altering, and in fact 
the Local boug·ht a new desk, and in cleaning out the old 
desk, in taking· out what was in it, what was worth keeping 
we kept and what was not worth keeping we throw away, and 
we come across this paper here. 
Q. And when was that done? 
A. It was done in the la.st eig·ht or ten days. 
Q. You knew the case was set for trial in December, didn't 
yout 
A. Yes, ancl it was also set last month, too. 
Q. Novembert 
A. Yes. We didn't have them at that time. 
Q. You just discovered this in the last ten days¥ 
page 171 ~ A. Yes. 
Q. Who was it that wrote August 3rd there, do 
you know? 
A. I think the Trial Board perhaps. They submitted that. 
You can get your desired information from them. They are 
the ones to say whether it is correct or incorrect, Mr. Mer-
rill. 
Q. It is obvious that the figure nine has been added. Is it 
obvious that August 3r<l has been added since this copy was 
madet 
A. I admit the nine. I don't know anything further about 
it. 
Q. I think you said on direct examination that you made a 
personal investigation f 
A. Yes. 
Q. Of whom! 
A. All of those that you asked me why I didn't bring 
charges against. 
Q. WlmU 
A. All the ones you asked me why I didn't bring charges 
ngainst, why didn't I prosecute. 
Q. 1Vhen did you make your personal investigation? 
A. Sometime during the time it was going· on, after it wa~ 
reported to me, the members that was reported to me. 
Q. "\Vhat kind of personal investigation did 
page 172 ~ you make? What did you dot 
A. Tried to find out anything to support anv 
meetings or flnything they had gone to. .. · 
Q. Who did you consult about that; whom did you see? 
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A. I would not be able to tell you that, Mr. Merrill; I don't 
know. It is two years ago. 
Q. Between the time you were a longshoreman in 1920 and 
1921 and you were with the Merchants & Miners in 1936, what 
business were you in 1 
A. ·whiskey dealing. 
Q. And have several convictions over theref 
A. Yes, one. 
Mr. Martin: I object. They are talking about several con-
victions in regard to liquor. I move to strike that out. 
The Court: Strike it out. It was not a felony. 
Bv Mr. Martin: 
• Q. These matters happened in 1938, I believe 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And this present suit was not brought until August 4th, 
19391 
A. No, sir. 
Bv :Mr. Merrill: 
.. Q. You testified on direct examination in the matter before 
this court, before Judge Haneke! in the other 
page 173 ~ court, and said that we must first exhaust our 
remedies within the International, didn't you 1 
A. Yes. 
Mr. :Merrill: That is all. 
The Witne~s : N !1)? I ask you a question, Mr. Merrill? 
Mr. Martin: ,. ~on't ask him. 
JAMES RIDDICK (Col.), 
sworn on behalf of the defendants, testified as follows : 
Examined by Mr. Martin : 
Q. Your name is James Riddick, isn't it? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How old are you and where do you live 1 
A. I am forty-eight years old and live on Fairfax Street, 
Berklev. 
Q. Berkley, Norfolk City? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How long have you lived in Berkley, Norfolk City? 
A. Since 1912. 
Q. What is your employment? 
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A. ,vork at the Merchants & Miners. 
page 174 r Q. You are president of Local No. 984, Interna-
tional Long·shoremen 's Association, are you not 7 
A. Yes,. ~ir. 
Q. How long have you been president of it1 
A. Ever since the organization was organized. 
Q. 1n· 1938, when some C. I. 0. activities were reported, 
what did you do relath:e to the charges against Sharp and 
Johnson? -
A. I submitted the charges to the Trial Board. 
Q. Did you trv to do anything crooked in that case 1 
A. No, sir. "' 
Q. Did you know of anything crooked in that connection r! 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did Gallop tell you to do anything crooked or conspire 
with you to do anything· crooked 1 
.A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you conspire with Upshur to have any false testi-
monvf A: No, sir. 
Q. Did you know that Upshur was giving in false testi-
monvT 
A ... No, I didn't. 
Q. Did you try to control any of the Trial Board to do 
anything wrong? 
page 175 r A What, 
Q. Did you try to influence the Trial Board to 
do anything wrong one way or the other? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. As far as you could discover, was there anything crooked 
about that trialf 
A. Nothing. 
Q. Have you got anything against Sharp or against .J olm-
son? 
A. No, sir. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Merrill: 
.. Q. Riddick~ it has been testified that you appointed a com-
mittee which met at Harper's home? 
A. No. sir. 
Q. What? 
A. No, I was not appointed a committee. 
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Q. You didn't appoint the committee? 
.A.. Ob, yes, sir, I appointed a committee. 
Q. How <lid you happen to appoint it f 
A. I hearcl about the dissension arising, and I, as president, 
was in the hall one day when they were talking· and I ap-
pointed a committee to investigate and find out about it. 
Q. There was no motion made on the floor of 
page 176 }- the Local to have you appoint iU 
A. Not tlmt committee. 
Q. That was the Trial Board committee l 
A. That was the Trial Board committee that was made be-
fore the Local. 
Q. This committee that you appointed as president met at 
Harper's home? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Who suggested that you appoint them 1 
A. I did it personally .. 
Q. Dirt Sam Gallop sugg·est it to you 1 
A. I say no, I did personally. They were talking that in 
the hall, and in the discussion among the men they suggested 
that we do something about it and I proceeded to appoint a 
committee to investigate the matter. 
Q. l asked you if this was done at a meeting of the Local. 
A. No, in the hall. 
Q. ·Who was present at the time you suggested that a com-
mittee be appointed? 
.A. Several mem hers. 
Q. Name some. 
A. Sam Gallop was present and Louis Upshur was present. 
Q. vV as this man who lives in Gallop 's home, 
page 177 ~ Biddle, present? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Was Carter present? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Carter? 
A. I don't think he was, though. 
Q. Vvas B. vY. Harper present! 
A. I think ~o. 
Q. So you appointed a committee! 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you know Louis Upshur was being paid some 
money? 
.A. 1Por whaU 
Q. I don't know for what, but probably for filing these re-
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ports. Did you know he was receiving money from the treas-
nrerf 
A. No, sir, at that time I didn't know it. 
Q. Whatf 
A. At that time I didn't know it. 
Q. Did you know it before Sam Gallop testified to it to-
davt A: Yes, I knew it before then. 
Q. ·vvhen did you first learn he was receiving money? 
A. After the committee was appointed and decided how 
it was to be, we decided to give him a small sum. 
page 178 ~ Q. You appropriated $25.00 for him f 
A. Not then, no. 
Q. You didn't? 
A. No. 
Q. When did you do thaU 
.A. After the matter had been adjusted, as we thought. 
Q. What do you mean by after the matter had been ad-
justed¥ 
A. After the Trial Board met and reported action had been 
taken on the men. 
Q. At the meeting at which these two men were expelled 
you appropriated $25.00 to pay Upshur and $15.00 to be paid 
Harper! 
A. We didn't do it at that time, I don't think. It seems 
to me like it was a later night, some other night. It seemH 
to me like it was two or three weeks later that was did. 
Q. Did you know before that time that Homer Jones had 
been paying Louis Upshur money? 
A. I knew he bad been paying him some money for him to 
get the information, yes. ~ 
Q. It seems that Sam Gallop, who was on this committee, 
was business ag·ent and attended the meetings at Harper's 
home. Did Carter have any position with the Local? 
A. At that time? 
Q. Yes. 
page 179 ~ A. He had some position in the Local. 
Q. ""\Vas he treasurer? 
A. It seems to me he was secretary. 
Q. Secretary? 
A. Financial secretary. 
Q. What was B. vV. Harperf 
A. Harper wmm't an officer at that time. No, Harper 
wa~n 't an officer at that time. 
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Q. Louis Upshur was recording secretary? 
A. 'fhat is rig·ht. 
Q. At these meetings that you were holding then, since 
most of the officers were present, or all of the officers, as a 
matter of fact, except the vice-president and chairman of the 
Trial Board, why was it that Sharp, as chairman of the Board 
of Trustees, didn't attend the meetings, too, do you know? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Why didn't you put Sharp, who was one of the leaders 
in your Lqcal, on this committee to find out about the C. I. 0. 
activities? 
A. I don't know about that. We thought we was doing 
tl1e right thing to select who we wanted on this committee. 
Q. Did Sam Gallop report to you what Upshur had said 
to him? 
A. Yes. 
Q. About being in a pool parlor and hearing 
page 180 } someone say there were about fifty C. I. 0. men 
on the Merc.J1ants & Miners dock? 
A. Yes. 
Q. That was the beginning of this thing, was it not¥ 
A. No. I heard it before I heard him make that statement. 
Q. Had you heard on the dock that William Sharp was 
going to run as business agent against Gallop? 
A. No, I didn't hear that. 
Q. When did you hear iU 
A. No, I didn't hear he was trying to get the business 
agent's job against him. 
Q. When did you :first hear it? 
A. I heard a.bout him agitating the C. I. 0. 
Q. Who did you hear it from, that he was agitating the 
C. I. O.? 
A. I can't recall now, Mr. Merrill, but I heard it on the 
dock. 
Q. Heard it where? 
A. On the dock. 
Q. On tl1e side? 
A. On the dock. 
Q. Who told you? 
A. I can't recall now, but I heard it. 
Q. You don't remember the name of the man 
page 181 ~ who told you? 
A. It has hen a long time and I don't know now. 
Q. You were president of the Local¥ 
A. Yes. 
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Q. ·why did you not then at a meeting of the Local get up 
and tell them about this t 
A. Why didn't 17 
Q. Yes. 
A. Tell them about what 1 
Q. Tell them you had heard that William Sharp had been 
agitating the C. I. 0.1 
A. I didn't want to go too fast. 
Q. What? 
A. I thought I would wait until I heard some more. 
Q. Why was it you didn't summon this man to appear be-
fore the Trial Board? 
A. WhoY 
Q. The man who told you on the dock that Sharp was agi-
tating C. I. 0. Why didn't you summon him to appear be-
fore the Trial Board? 
A. I don't remember who he was. 
Q. Did you know then Y 
A. I don't know who he was. 
Q. Did you, at the Trial Board, remember the name of 
that man? 
page 182 ~ A. No, and I didn't pay any attention to that. 
Q. How long was it before the Trial Board 
hearing that you were told that¥ 
A. Told what Y 
Q. That he was agitating C. I. 0.1 
A. I heard it before. 
Q. How long before? 
A. I don't know exactly how long before that. 
Q. Have you ever told that at any meeting of the Local? 
A. Told what? 
Q. That you heard Sharp was agitating C. I. 0. 
A. I don't know that I told it in open meeting, but spoke 
it to the brothers. 
Q. And you didn't think it important to have the man 
who told you to appear before the Trial Boa rd? 
A. No. 
Q. Sharp never agitated the C. I. 0. to you, did hef 
A. No. I will give him that. 
Q. As far as you know, he was a good member of the 
Union, was he¥ 
A. Actually, no. 
Q. What 
A. Actually, no. 
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J anies Riddick (Col.). 
Q. Do you know anything against him other than what 
Upshur said. 
page 183 ~ A. No, I don't know anything against him 
other than what was reported, and that is what 
we found was bad. 
Q. When did you first hear that Upshur was going to tell 
the truth about the matter 
.A. I thought he was telling the truth all the time. 
Q. When did you first hear he was g·oing to testify that he 
was paid to say these things at that time 1 
.A. I didn't hear he was going to say it. 
Q. Didn't hear it before today f 
.A. I didn't hear Upshur was going to say that. 
Q. What did you heart 
A. I heard less about it, I guess, than all of them. I never 
heard about it. 
Q. Carter testified, as I recall, that it was discussed at the 
Union three or four months after these men were expelled. 
Is that right? vVas it discussed at a meeting of the LocaU 
A. At the Local T 
Q. Yes, that Upshur was going to tell the truth 1 
.A. I don't know whether it was, or not. 
Q. You and your Local knew that Sharp and ,Johnson were 
going to bring suit against the Local and you for what had 
been done to them before this suit was actually brought; you 
knew that or had heard it? 
.A. Yes. 
page 184 ~ Q. And you knew the only reason we didn't 
bring suit before was we were trying to find out 
what the I. L. A. was going to do f 
A. About whaU 
Q. Sharp and J olmson? 
A. I didn't know whether they were trying to find out what 
the I. L. A. was going to do, or not. 
Q. You clidn 't know w·e had to sue you some time before 
August 3rd, 1939? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You knew if we let a year go by that we could not sue 
you at all, dicln 't you 1 I want to ask you this : Had you 
heard that Sharp was going to sue the Local while Louis Up-
shur was still a member of the Local and in good standing, 
and that Louis Upshur was coming in court and tell the truth 
about iU Had you heard that¥ 
A. That Sharp was going to sue the Local? 
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Q. Yes. 
A. That Sharp was going to sue the Local? 
Q. Yes. 
A. And that Louis Upshur was coming in court and tell 
the truth f 
Q. Yes. 
A. No, I didn't hear that. I haven't heard that. 
Q. When did you first hear iU 
page_ 185 r A. I di.dn 't hear it. 
Q. ·when did you first hear he was gomg to 
testify for Sharp? 
A.. When did I first hear he was going to testify for Sharp? 
Q. v\Then did you hear he was going to testify for Sharp? 
A. I ain't heard it. I didn't know it until today. 
Q. v\Then did you hear it t 
A. I say I didn't hear it. 
Q. v\7ell, didn't yon know that when this ease was ·set for 
trial on two previous occasions Louis Upshur had been sum-
moned down here by the plaintiff, or didn't you hear that? 
A. Yes, but I didn't know lw ·was a witness for Sharp. 
Q. What? 
A. I didn't know he was a witness for Sharp. 
Q. You didn't know anything about Sam Gallop trying to 
get him to say what he had said before the Trial Boa rd? 
A. Try to get him to say what he had said f 
Q. Yes. 
A. Before the Trial Board f 
Q. Yes. 
A. To say to the court what he had said to the T1·ial Board? 
Q. Yes. 
page 186 ~ A. Yes, I know about that-explain that again, 
Mr. Merrill. 
Q. When did Gallop tell you he had seen Upshur and hacl 
tried to get Upshur to stick by the story he told at the Trial 
Board f When did Gallop first tell you that f 
A. Gallop didn't tell me anything that he told Upshur. 
What was transacted between Gallop and Upshur, Gallop 
didn't tell me. Gallop went to Upshur for himself. If he 
went to Upshur he went to Upshur for himself. He ain't 
told me any conversation he had with Upshur about the case. 
Q. That was before the Trial Board met. Since this suit 
was brought and since it ha.s been set clown for trial, Gallop 
has had a conversation with Upshnd · 
A. I don't know anything: about that, Mr. :Merrill. 
Q. Did Gallop tell )TOU about it? 
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A. I say I don't know anything about it. 
Q. You didn't hear that he had tried to get Upshur to 
stick to his story? 
A. That is what I am saying now. 
Q. You say you don't know it. Did you hear about it? 
A. I will say I didn't. 
Q. You attended the meeting of the Trial Board? 
A. No, sir. 
page 187 ~ Q. You were not present at the meeting? 
A. Not the Trial Board meeting. 
Q. Do you recall who it was that wrote the copy of the re-
port which they now claim was a copy of the one filed with 
the Trial Board by the Local Y 
A. What is that copy¥ 
Q. You may read it. 
A. Can I recall who copied this Y 
Q. Yes. 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Was there any member on the Trial Boarcl smart enough 
to write a report like that¥ Tell me the smartest man on 
the Trial Board and I will call him back. Do you know any 
member of the Trial Committee smart enough to write a re-
port like that is written? 
A. No. 
Q. Is Homer Jones smart enough to write a report like 
that! 
A. Take it upon himself? 
Q. Yes. 
A. No, I don't think so. 
Q. Did some lawyer write that? 
A. No, didn't a lawyer write it. 
Q. It certainly sounds like a lawyer -to me. ·who did write 
iU 
pa.ge 188 ~ A. I don't know. 
Q. You don't know? 
A. No. 
Q. You, as president of the Local, signed the minutes of 
the meetings? As president of the Local you sig11ed the 
minutes? 
A. My name is on the minutes, yes, sir. 
Q. Take the meeting of July 29th, "James Riddick, presi-
dent". Is that your signature? 
A. That is my name. 
Q. Do you want to look at. the minutes and see if they are 
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correct and true minutes of July 29th and August 9th f Look 
at these and see if they are correct because your name is 
signed to them' 
A. I guess they are correct. 
Q. You won't look at that? 
A. I guess they are correct. 
Q. I will give· you an opportunity to see if there has been 
some change. _in the minutes since you sig11ed them if you 
want to. Then we will assume the minutes are correct; is 
that right? 
A. Yes, sir. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Martin: 
Q. Regarding the minutes, do you sign them 
page 189 } with your own hand or does the recording secre-
tary sign them Y 
A. The recording secretary. 
Q. Your name is on there, but did you sign them! 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You didu 't sign thaU 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You didn't sign any in your own hand·writingf 
A. No, sir. The secretary does that. 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Merrill: 
Q. Are the minutes of the previous meeting read at the 
next meeting Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. As far as you know, you were present at the meeting 
of July 29th, 1938, and August 9th, 1938, and September 13th, 
1938? As far as you know, you were present at those meet-
ings, were you 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the minutes were read? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you didn't find any fault with the minutest 
A. No, sir. 
page 190 ~ Mr. Martin: V\le rest. 
Samuel Azd Jas. Riddick v. Wm. M. Sharp. 
WILLIAM M. SHARP (col.), 
11.5 
the plaintiff, recalled, testified as follows : 
Examined by Mr. Drewry: 
Q. You heard B. W. Harper testify. Did you ha.ve any 
conversation with B. W. Harper about the C. I. 0. t 
A. Had a conversation with him about five minutes. 
Q. Where was it? 
A. He went to my son's place of business. 
Q. Did you ever own or operate that place of business¥ 
A .. No, sir, never have been able to have a. place of business. 
It belongs to my son. 
Q. What was the conversation you had with Harped 
A. He came in there one night, sir, and sit down and said, 
"Brother Sharp, have you ever attended a C. I. 0. meetingf" 
and I said no. He said, "I went to one and I liked it. I 
am going to try to have my men join them", and I said, 
"You can't do that. George Milner can't do that". He 
said, "Do you know anything about the C. I. 0.'f" and I 
said, '' I never heard of but one colored man in Norfolk being 
a C. I. 0. ", and he said, "Who is that?" and I 
page 191 ~ said, "Alexander Wright". He said, ''Where 
does he live?" and I said, "I don't know". 
Q. Did you ever admit before the Trial Board that you 
were connected with the C. I. 0. Y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you make the same statement to the Trial Board 
that you have made to the jury here? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Have yon ever attended a C. I. 0. meeting at any place 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Have you ever agitated C. I. 0. ! 
A. No. 
Q. Do you know anything about the C. I. 0. f 
A. No, sir, don't Imow anything about them nowl1ere. 
A Juror: What man was that you were talking about just 
a minute ago Y 
Mr. Drewry: Harper, B. W. Harper. 
A Juror: Ask him to stand up, please. 
Mr. Drewry: Harper, stand up. 
Note : The party did so. 
A Juror: I am getting a little confused. 
116 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
The Court : Gentlemen, I suppose we had bet-
page 192 r ter adjourn until Monday. I caution the jury that 
they may talk among themselves as much as they 
please about this case, but don't let outsider mention it to you 
and don't mention it to any outsider. Come back Monday 
morning at ten o'clock. 
Thereupon, at four-thirty P. M., an adjournment was taken 
to January 27th, 1941, ten A. M. 
MORNING SESSION. 
Norfolk, Virginia, January 27th, 1941, ten A. M. 
Met pursuant to adjournment. 
Present: Same parties as heretofore noted. 
page 193 ~ INSTRUCTIONS. 
,. 
Plaintiff's Instruction No. P-1-B (Granted): 
'' The Court instructs the jury that if they believe from the 
evidence that the defendants, Gallop and Rid<lic.k entered into 
an agreement and conspiracy each with the other and with 
others wherebv thev undertook to coerce and by false evi-
dence to persu"ade the Longshoremen's Union #984 to expel 
the plaintiff and thereby deprive him of the right to work as a 
longshoreman, then the court instructs you that such agree-
ment a.nd conspiracy was unlawful and you should find for tlw 
plaintiff, against all the defendants if you believe that all 
the defendants participated in the conspiracy." 
Mr. Martin: Each of the defendants objects and excepts 
in the matter of instructions as follows : 
As to Instruction P-1-B, on the ground that there is no evi-
dence to support it as to each of the defendants, and that 
it is too general and does not concentrate on the allegations 
of the declaration, and that it does not contain any require-
ment that in fa.ct the plaintiff was removed or expelled from 
the Union by reason of any conspiracy or false testimony 
and directs a finding for the plaintiff even though there may 
have been no false testimony before the Trial Board and 
even though it had nothing to do with the expulsion from 
the Union. 
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page 194 ~ Plaintiff's Instritcti0ti No. P-2 ( Gr(llJited): 
'' The Court instructs the Jury that should you find for 
the plaintiff, William Sharp, then in computing his damages 
you may consider what he would have earned as alongshore-
man with the Merchants and Miners Transportation Company 
and what he has earned since his discharge, and may also take 
into consideration any injury clone the feelings of the plain-
tiff by reason of his expulsion from the Local and discharge 
from the Merchants and Miners Company.'' 
l\fr. Martin: Each of ~he defendants objects and exce1)ts 
to Instruction P-2 granted, on the ground that as to each 
of them there is no evidence to support it, and on the fur-
ther grounds that it allows damages for supposed injury to 
the feelings of the plaintiff when none such are claimed in 
the declaration nor shown under the evidence; and also it 
omits any requirement that he should try to find work else-
where to lessen his damages or whether he should have ap-
plied on other docks for employment. 
Plaintiff's Instruction No. P-3 (,Gra-nted): 
"The Court instructs the jury that the plaintiff, William 
Sharp, was entitled to a fair and impartial trial committee 
and if the jury believe from tl1e evidence that the defendants 
knowingly placed upon the committee biased and 
page 195 ~ prejudiced men, then the expulsion of the plain-
tiff was unlawful, if you believe the defendants 
conspired as alleged and the conspiracy of the defendants pro-
duced false testimonv before the trial committee ,vhich re-
sulted in the plaintiff's expulsion.'' 
Mr. Martin: Each of the defendants objects and excepts 
to Instruction P-3, on the ground tlrn t there is no evidence to 
support it as to each of them, and on the further grounds 
as to each that there is no evidence of prejudiced men on the 
Trial Committee, and it omits any requirement that false 
testimony would have been known to be false by the defend-
ants. 
Plaintiff's Instrnction No. P-3-B (Granted): 
"The Court instructs the jury that the plaintiff's member-
ship in Longshoremen's Union #984 was of value to him 
and if you believe from the evidence that is was impossible 
for him to secure employment as· a longshoreman unless he 
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continued as a member of said Union and if you believe from 
the evidence that he was unlawfully deprived of his mem-
bership in said Union, then he is entitled to recover of the 
defendants, if you believe tha.t he lost his membership in said 
Union as a result of their unlawful conduct, if you believe 
they conspired to bring about his loss of membership in Local 
#984 by false testimony." 
page 196 r :Mr. Martin: As to Instruction P-3-B, because 
there is no evidence to support it as to each of 
the defendants, and also because it g·oes on the theory of 
some unlawful depriving of the plaintiff of membership in 
the U1iion, and although any conspiracy of the defendants 
may have had nothing to <lo with his removal from the Union, 
and although any supposed conspiracy by them may have 
been entirely ineffective, and leaves under a general blanket 
supposed unlawful conduct, and entirely omits whether the 
supposed conspiracy was effective or not. 
Defe1id01Jits' insfruction No. 1-D (Granted): 
'' The Court instructs the jury that they are not coneernecl 
in this case as to whether or not Sharp ought to have been 
expelled from the Union, but only with the question as to 
whether or not Gallop and Riddick conspired to have false 
evidence put before the trial board and had llim expe1led by 
false evidence they knew was false.'' 
Defend(lllits' J,nst-ruction No. 2-D ( Gra,nted): 
'' The Court instructs the jury that the plaintiff has charged 
the defendants 'Yith fraudulent conduct against him in this 
case and the burden is upon the plaintiff to prove 
page 197 ~ llis case by clear and convincing evidence before 
there can be any recovery.'' 
Defendants' Instruction No. 3-D (Granted): 
'' The Court instructs the jury that unless they believe from 
the evidence that the defendants fraudulently caused false 
charges to be preferred against the plaintiff and procured 
Lewis Upshur to give false evidence against the plaintiff and 
thereby caused the plaintiff to lose his position with the 
Merchants and Miners Transportation Company it is the duty 
of the jury to find for the defendants.'' 
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Defenda;nts' Instruction No. 4-D (Granted): 
'' The Court instructs the jury that the testimony of a wit-
ness who has stated to the jury that his own former testimony 
before a trial board was wilfully false should be considered 
with great caution by the jury.'' 
Note : The case was argued by counsel for the respective 
parties. 
The jury retired, and subsequently returned with a ver-
dict in the following words and figures, to-wit: 
page 198 ~ "We, the jury, find for the plaintiff, and fix dam-
ages at $1,500.00. R. \V. Johnson, Foreman." 
Counsel for the clef endants thereupon moved the court to 
set aside the verdict on the ground that the same is contrary 
to the law and the evidence, which motion was subsequently 
argued and and the 
through counsel, then and there duly excepted. 
page 199 ~ And having heard the foregoing evidence and 
instructions, and argument of counsel, the jury 
found a verdict for the plaintiff against all the defendants and 
assessed the damages at $1,500.00; and each of the defendants 
moved the Court to set aside the verdict as contrarv to the 
law and the evidence, without evidence to support., it, aud 
plainly wrong, and for errors in instructions, and to render 
final judgment for each defendant, or a new trial; and there-
after, having heard argument of counsel, the Court set aside 
the verdict as to said Local No. 984, International Longshore-
man's Association and rendered final judgment in favor of 
that Association, but overruled the motions as to said Gallop 
and Riddick and rendered judgment against said Gallop and 
Riddick, to which action of the Court in refusing to set aside 
the verdict as to each of them, and in rendering judgment 
against each of them, said Gallop and Riddick each duly ex-
cepted on the grounds aforesaid, and pray that this their joint 
and several bill of exceptions No. 1 may be signed and made 
part of the record, which is according·ly done in due time, this 
2d day of April, 1941, on which da.y this bill of exceptions was 
presented, after it duly appeared in writing that plaintiff Imel 
been given proper notice of the time and place of presenting 
the same; this bill of exceptions being presented to and signed 
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by the Judge who presided at said trial and at the proceedings 
in this case thereafter. 
ALLAN R. HANCKEL, 
Judge who presided in this case. 
A Copy-Teste: 
ALLAN R. HANCKEL, Judge. 
page 200 ~ Virginia : 
In the Court of Law and Chancery of the City of Norfolk 
on the 17th day of April, 1941. 
William M. Sharp, Plaintiff, 
v. 
Samuel A. Gallup, James Riddick and Local No. 984 Inter-
national Longshoremen 's Association, an unincorporated 
association, Defendants. 
This day came again the parties hy their attorneys, and 
the plaintiff, ·wmiam M. Sharp, presented to the Trial Court 
or Judge thereof, a stenographic report of the testimony, and 
exhibits, the instructions granted and refused by the Court, 
and the record including the motions, exceptions and objec-
tions of respective parties as set out therein and other in-
stances of the trial, which record with said exhibits, excep-
tions and objections were made up for the defendants, Samuel 
A. Gallup and James Riddick, to be used by them to apply 
for a writ of error to the final judgment of this court against 
them in favor of the plaintiff, ,vmiam M. Sharp and the said 
plaintiff, William M. Sharp, having sig11ified his intention 
to apply for a writ of error to the final judgment of this court 
in favor of the defendant, Local No. 984 International Long-
shoremen 's Association, an unincorporated association, doth 
pray of said court for an order permitting his cross appeal 
as to said defendant and the foregoing record with exhibits, 
instructions granted and refused by the court, motions, ex-
ceptions and objections set forth and other in-
page 201 ~ stances of the trial as appear in the record pre-
pared for the defendants, Samuel A. Gallup and 
James Riddick, being inspected by the court or .Judge, were 
this day signed by him within sixty (60) days after the entry 
of the final judgment against William M. Sharp in favor of 
the defendant, Local No. 984 International Longshoremen's 
Association, au unincorporated association and were lodged 
with the Clerk of this Court a.nd ordered made a part of the 
record to be used by the said William 1VI. Sharp, plaintiff, 
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for his application and petition to the Supreme Court of Ap-
peals of Virginia for a writ of error by reason of said final 
judgment against him and in favor of the defendant, Local 
No. 984 International Longshoremen's Association, an unin-
corporated association. 
page 202 ~ Norfolk, Virginia, 
April 10, 1941. 
To Local No. 984, International Longshoremen 's Association, 
an Unincorporated Association: 
TAKE NOTICE: That ·wmiam M. Sharp will on the 
17th day of April, 1941, at 9 :30 o'clock A. M., present to the 
Honorable Allan R. Hanckel, Judge, in his office in the Court-
house, his bills of exception and exhibits to be signed and 
made a part of the record in the ca.se in which you recently 
procured a judgment against the said "William M. Sharp in 
the Court of Law and Chancery of the City of Norfolk, :Vir-
ginia, at which case the said Judge Allan R. Hanckel pre-
sided. 
FURTHER TAKE NOTICE: That on the same day, at 
Noon, the undersig·ned will apply to the Clerk of said Court, 
in bis office, for inclusion of his exceptions to be attached and 
made a part of the record which he has prepared for Samuel 
A. Gallup and James Riddick in the case in which the under-
signed obtained a judgment against them and which record 
they are using in order to a.pply to the Supreme Court of 
Appeals of Virginia for a writ of error, the undersigned 
intending to use said transcript of record in order to apply 
to the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia for a writ of 
error because of the judgment rendered in your favor on the 
11th day of March, 1941, against the undersigned in said 
Court. 
WILLIAM M. SHARP, 
By ERNEST S. MERRILL and 
"\V. SHEPHERD DREvVRY. 
Service of the above notice accepted April 16th, 1941. 
LOCAL NO. 984 INTERNATIONAL 
LONiGSg()REMEN'.S: ASSOCIA-
TION, AN UNINCORPORATED 
ASSOCIATION, 
JAS. G. MARTIN. 
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page 203 ~ I, W. L. Prieur, Jr., Clerk of the Court of Law 
and Chancery of the City of Norfolk, Virginia, 
do certify that the foregoing record of the testimony, exhibits, 
instructions, exceptions and other incidents of the trial in 
the cause of William M. Sharp, Plaintiff, a.qainst Local Num-
ber 984 Ii1ternational Longshoremen 's Association, an unin-
corporated" association, Samuel A. Gallup and ,James Rid-
dick, Defendants, together with the original exhibits there-
in referred to, all of wl1ich have been duly authenticated by 
the Judge of said Court, were lodged and filed with me as 
Clerk of said Court on the 2nd day of April, 194L 
W. L. PRIEUR, tTR., 
Clerk of the Court of Law and Chancerv of 
the City of Norfolk, Virginia. ~ 
By H. L. BULLOCK, D. C. 
page 204 ~ I, Allan R. Haneke!, Judge of the Circuit Court 
of the City of Norfolk, Virginia, ·who presided 
over the foregoing trial in the Court of Law and Chancery 
of the City of Norfolk, Virginia, wherein 'William 1\1. Sharp 
was plaintiff and Local Number 984 International Longshore-
men's Association, an unincorporated association, Samuel A. 
Gallup and James Riddick were defendants, do certify that 
the foregoing, together with the exhibits therein referred to, 
is· a true and correct copy and report of the evidence, and 
all of the evidence, the testimony, all of the instructions 
granted and refused by the Court and the other incidents 
of the said trial of the said cause, with the exceptions and 
objections of the respective parties as therein set forth. As 
to the original exhibits introduced in evidence as sho,vn by 
the foregoing report which have lJeen certified by me for the 
purpose of identification, the said originals will be transmitted 
to the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia as a part of 
the record in this cause, in lieu of certifying to said court 
copies of said exhibits. 
And I do further certify that the record and exhibits hcrc-
inabove referred to are the same record and exhibits which 
I on the 2nd day of April, 1941, made certification of as a 
result of the petition of Samuel A. Gnllup and James Riddick, 
which they are intending to use in order to apply to the 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia for a writ of error 
by reason of a judgment rendered against them on the 11th 
day of March, 1941, in the Court of Law and Chancery of 
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the City of Norfolk, Virginia, in favor of ·wmiam M. Sharp; 
and I do certify said record and exhibits as aforesaid for 
William M. Sharp, Plaintiff, to be used by him to apply to 
the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia for a 
page 205 ~ writ of error by reason of a certain judgment 
rendered in favor of Local Number 984 Inter. 
national Longshoremen's Association, an unincorporated as-
sociation, the defendant in the lower court, and against the 
said William M. Sharp. 
And I do further certify that the attorney for Local Number 
984, International Longshoremen 's Association, an unincor-
porated association, had reasonable notice in writing, given 
by the plaintiff William M. Sharp, of the time and place when 
the foregoing report of the testimony, exhibits, instructions 
and other incidents of the trial would be tendered and pre· 
sented to the undersigned for signature and authentication. 
GIVEN UNDER MY HAND this, the 17th day of April, 
1941, within sixty days after the entry of final judgment in 
said cause .. 
ALLAN R. HANCKEL, 
Judge of the Circuit Court of the City of 
Norfolk, .Virginia, who presided in said 
Trial for the Judge of the Court of Law 
and Chancery of the City of Norfolk, 
Virginia. 
page 206 r Virginia : 
In the Clerk's Office of the Court of Law and Chancery of the 
City of Norfolk. 
I, W. L. Prieur, Jr., Clerk of the Court of Law and Chan-
cery of the City of Norfolk, do hereby certify that the fore-
going and annexed is a true transcript of the record in the 
case of William M. Sharp, plaintiff, v. Samuel A. Gallop, 
James Riddick and Local No. 984, International Longshore-
men's Association, an unincorporated association, defendants, 
lately pending in said Court. 
I further certify that the said copy was not made up and 
completed until the plaintiff had had due notice of the making 
of the same and the intention of Samuel A. Gallop and James 
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Riddick to take an appeal therein, and that the said copy was 
not made up and completed until the defendant, Local No. 
984, International Longshoremen 's Association, an unincor-
porated association had had due notice of the making of the 
same and the intention of Vlilliam M. Sharp to take an appeal 
therein. 
Given under my hand this 18th day of April, 1941. 
w·. L. PRIEUR., JR., Clerk. 
Fee for this record, $20.00. 
A Copy-Teste: 
M. B. WATTS, C. C. 
INDEX TO RECORD 
Page 
Petition for ·writ of Error. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
R.ecord . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 
Declaration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 
Demurrer to Declaration ............................. 14 
Verdict and Motion to Set Aside .................... 15, 119 
Judp;ment, :March 11, 1941,-Complained. of. . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 
Ri11 of Exceptions No. 1-Evidence and Instructions. . . . 16 
C. H. Dalby . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
William lVL Sharp ......................... 20, 56, 115 
I.1ouis Upshur ................................... 36 
Matthew Jolmson ............................... 49 
,Jam.es P11gh .................................... 54 
Geor!?,'e Reid . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57 
Walter Carter . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64 
Stephen Biddle . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71 
,James Wilson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 4 
Peter Bullock . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75 
James Perry . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7f, 
B. W. Harper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77 
Homer M .. Jones . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8:3 
Clyde Smith .................................... 87 
Samuel Gallop . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88 
James Riddick . . ................................ 105 
Instructions . . . ..................................... 116 
Order, April 1;7, 1941,-Record ........................ 120 
Notice of Presentation of Bills of Ex(leptions ............ 121 
,J udµ:e 's Certificate . . ................................ 122 
Clerk's Certificate . . ................................ 123 
